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Current Topics. 


The Provincial Meeting. 

WE ARE GLAD to hear that the Law Society is visiting the 
West Country for the Provincial Mecting this year. Young 
LocutInvar, as readers of Scott will remember, “ came out of 
the West ’’—not of England, but of Scotland; still in both 
countries the West appears to be the chosen home of sentiment 
and romance. Something of the kindly Celtic nature has engrafted 
itself in the stout Saxon stock who settled there. The scene is 
that most historical of all our seaports, Plymouth, with its 
memories of Ratercn, of Drake, of GRENVILLE, and of the 
ArMADA. We wish the members of the Law Society all success 
in its visit to the great county of Devon. 


The Arrangements. 

THE MEETING will be held at Plymouth on Ist October and 
will continue till 4th October. On the opening day the Mayor 
of Plymouth (Mr. Sotomon Strepuens) and the Mayoress will 
receive the President, Council and members of the Society in the 
Guildhall. The members will meet on the Tuesday at the Royal 
Hotel, and after being welcomed by the Mayor, the President of 
the Society (Mr. R. W. Dispty) will deliver his inaugural address. 
Papers will then be read and discussed. In the evening there will 
be a banquet at the Guildhall, and the chair will be taken by 
Mr. J. A. Pearce, President of the Incorporated Law Society of 
Plymouth. On Wednesday morning the annual general meeting 
of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association will be held at the Royal 
Hotel ; and in the afternoon and the following day there will be 
a number of excursions to places of interest in the neighbourhood. 
We print elsewhere the detailed programme of the events. 


Plymouth and Exeter. 

WE are glad to see that the Law Society, while visiting 
romantic Plymouth, will visit also historic Exeter. That 
queenly city of the West, capital of England’s most rural county, 
with its stately cathedral, its picturesque public gardens, its 
pleasant library, and its newly founded university, is likely to 
prove of much note in the history of legal education in days 
which are not far distant. For Exeter University College is the 
headquarters of an approved school of law, which is likely to 
draft within its walls most articled clerks from the region of the 
South West. Exeter, indeed, was well chosen as the centre of 
the new University of the South West, founded three years ago 
in accordance with the advanced policy of Mr. FIsHER, who 
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possessed a statesmanlike desire to see that no great district of 
England was without a university of its own. Now in accordance 
with the provisions of the Solicitors Act, 1922, requiring attend- 
ance at a “provided” or “approved ” Law School of all articled 
clerks not specially exempted for good cause shown, the Law 
Society has recognized the Department of Law in Exeter 
University College as the “approved”? Law School for the 
South West. The neighbouring Law Schools are those of the 
Universities of Bristol to the north and Southampton University 
College to the east. Cornwall, Devonshire, Wiltshire and 
Dorsetshire come within Exeter’s sphere of influence, so that it 
is manifestly destined to a great future as a centre of academic 
discipline in legal learning. 


The University College of Exeter. 

Ir is IN many ways fortunate that Exeter was chosen as the 
headquarters of the South West Approved Law School. For 
Exeter is attempting a magnificent task: alone among the new 
provincial universities which have sprung up all over England; 
it is essaying to become a residential university, like Oxford, 
Cambridge, Durham, and Trinity College, Dublin, in which all 
undergraduates not specially exempted must normally reside 
within a hall or hostel. It has established fixed residential hostels 
and set up the Oxford discipline of curfews and proctors. Law 
students, of course, as extra-mural students of an approved law 
school, will be exempt from residence ; and many classes of the 
law school will be conducted outside Exeter, at Plymouth and 
in other large towns of the West. But the law students will 
benefit from association with a residential university college in a 
cathedral town; and we venture to predict that Exeter will 
gradually gain prestige and standing both as a university centre 
and as a law school. 


The Approved Law Schools. 

En passant we may offer here a word of greeting and a message 
of goodwill to the new Law Schools. Under the Solicitors Act, 
1922, as all our readers know, an articled clerk, unless exempted, 
cannot now become a solicitor unless he attends for at least one 
year the courses of either a “ Provided” or an “* Approved ”’ 
Law School. ‘‘ Provided’? Law Schools are those established 
or to be established by the Law Society itself, such as the central 
Law School in Bell Yard. “ Approved” Law Schools are in 
practice the Faculties of Law in such universities and university 
colleges as will enter into a joint scheme with the Law Society 
and the local Law Society of their area for the establishment and 
governance of such a school. All the provincial universities, we 
believe, have set up or are setting up approved Law Schools ; 
the inter-collegiate LL.B. course of London University held by 
University College, King’s College, and the Londoftt School of 
But so far Oxford and Cambridge, 
apparently, remain outside the scheme. No doubt these great 
Universities will come into line in time. The first term of the 
Law Schools commences this month, and with it there commences 
a new chapter in the history of articled clerks and of the profession 


Economics, is also approved. 


of solicitors. 


The Articled Clerk and the Universities. 

For THE DEFINITE entry of solicitors as a body into the life 
of the English Universities everywhere cannot fail to have 
momentous effects. Articled clerks, of course, will gain im- 
measurably from association with university life, for there is a 
breadth of vision in the academic world, a fulness and a colour 
of young life which cannot be obtained elsewhere. WALTER 
Bacenor, in his Literary Studies, remarks that non-academic 
youth has no true friendships ; this is an exaggeration, but it is 
true that the common life of lectures and debates and sports 
fosters a spirit of camaraderie not easily found outside universities 
or service messes. In the near future every solicitor will perforce 
be in some sense a university man, and the result will be a 
broadening of the professional outlook as well as a narrowing of 
the wide differences in tone and social status which at present 
undeniably exist between the old-established firm of family or 





city solicitor in town and country on the one hand and the 
marginal fringe on the other. The universities, too, will gain 
from the presence in their midst of a numerically strong and 
important legal contingent. For the lawyer is the true “ man of 
the world”; he alone understands life while yet a very young 
man ; and the somewhat unreal standpoint of the Arts or Science 
or Divinity student receives a wholesome corrective by rubbing 
shoulders with the common-sense realism of the articled clerk. © 


The Law Societies and the Universities. 


But YET ANOTHER result of the growth of the approved law 
schools will be the close identification of the Provincial Universi- 
ties with the profession of solicitors. The existence of a joint 
committee for legal studies, and the fact that nearly all law students 
will be solicitors’ articled pupils, must inevitably lead to the 
shaping of the law faculties in the Universities at the hands 
of the leading local solicitors. In the Scottish Universities, 
where every writer's or procurator’s apprentice, anglicé solicitors’ 
articled pupil, has from time immemorial put in two or three 
years’ attendance in the collegiate faculty of law, the legal element 
on the governing bodies of the Universities—and even in the 
teaching staff—is almost entirely composed of writers or pro- 
curators, anglice solicitors. The advocate, anglicé, barrister, is 
not much in evidence outside Edinburgh. The net effect is that, 
through their connection with the Universities, Scots solicitors 
have acquired an importance in the esteem of business men and 
the academic world alike which, it would be vain to deny, their 
English brethren have still to capture. But what the profession 
has done in Scotland it can do in England. In these days, 
when the Law Society stands for the spirit of progress in legal 
affairs, such an influence would be all for the public good. 


A Law Society Summer School. 

AGAIN WE CANNOT resist the temptation to go out of our way 
and suggest a new idea to the Law Society. Why not hold, 
in addition to the Annual Provincial Meeting, an annual Summer 
School in Law? Such a school would last, say three weeks, at 
some important approved school in a rural provincial town: 
Exeter would be an ideal centre or Durham or Reading. The 
objects of such a summer school would be identical with that of 
those which have grown up of late years under the auspices of 
the Board of Education, and enjoying the hospitality of the 
Universities, in economies, civics, geography, and other branches 
of study. Such schools combined a summer holiday for serious- 
minded people with a reasonable amount of attendance at 
lectures. They bring together men and women of all ages and 
grades in their profession. They afford opportunities of hearing 
lectures from eminent academic teachers, and of assimilating 
as ‘“‘ potted wisdom ” the newest points of view in professional 
learning. A law summer school would be attended, we imagine, 
by articled clerks, solicitors of maturer age, some barristers, some 
justices of the peace, some town clerks, and, perhaps, even an 
occasional judge of broad views and progressive sympathies 
anxious to learn what psychology or anthropology has to teach 
him about jurisprudence. At first the Law Society would have to 
finance such a law school, but, very soon, we fancy, it could be 
made self-supporting. 


The Work of a Law Summer School. 

THE WORK to be attempted by a Summer School in Law falls 
into three well-marked classes. In the first place it ought 
to provide short courses—say six lectures each—on the more 
important recent changes in the Law. For -example, the 
Birkenhead Act and the Carriage of Goods by Sea Bill—which 
will be a statute before next summer unless it has a very untoward 
fate—are both subjects on which every keen lawyer is seeking 
for guidance, and not finding it easy to get such guidance. A 
Law Summer School could easily find competent expositors 
and engage their services: a real boon to the average solicitor. 
Short courses on the Rent Restriction Acts, the Income Tax 
Acts and the like are other obvious subjects of study. In the 








next place, such a school should attempt to place before its 
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patrons some popular account of the new light that is being 
thrown by patient University research on such matters as the 
“Rule against Perpetuities,” ‘‘ Conditional Fees at Common 
law,” “ The Origin of Equity,” “The Year Books,” “The 
History of the Manor,” and other similar problems in legal 
learning. Eminent jurists whom few practitioners will have 
an opportunity of hearing—men like Professor VinoGRaporr, 
Dr. HESELTINE, Dr. WINGFIELD and others of equal eminence 
in the Universities of London, Oxford and Cambridge—should 
be invited to present such courses. Eminent Americans like 
Professor GRay and Mr. Justice Hotmes might even be asked 
to come and assist ; for the United States is a long day’s march 
ahead of us in legal learning, whether professional or academic. 
It has a dozen learned law journals where we have only the 
Law Quarterly. Lastly, a minor part of the course might well 
be devoted to the light shed on juristic problems by the new 
learning in Psychology, Sociology and Anthropology ; all these 
have nowadays much to teach the lawyer who desires a real 
grasp of his subject. 


The Initiation of a Summer School. 

Tae Law Society is specially fitted to take upon its broad 
shoulders the task of providing a public boon to the whole 
legal world, academic and professional alike, by founding an 
annual Summer Schoolin Law. For it has at hand the necessary 
cadre or nucleus of an organisation in the headquarters staff 
of the Law Schoolin Bell Yard. It has an exceptionally learned 
and advanced principal, who has himself published more than 
one fascinating treatise on the newer legal learning, and has 
taught law, a wanderer like ULyssEs, in many countries and 
many cities. It has its connection with the local Universities 
through the Approved Law Schools, so that it should possess 
exceptional facilities for getting at. once the loan of academic 
buildings, residential accommodation and lecturing staffs in 
extra-juristic subjects. Moreover, the Law Society is in the 
position to finance such a scheme in its initial stages until it 
becomes self-supporting. : 


The Taxation of Foreign Companies. 

A PROVISION OF the Income Tax Acts which often causes 
difficulty is that in s. 2, Sched. D, of the Act of 1853, which 
imposes income tax on “ annual profits or gains” accruing to 
any person anywhere from “any property within the United 
Kingdom,” or “ any profession, trade, vocation, employment, or 
vocation’ exercised within the United Kingdom. Does a 
journalist resident in Paris who sends articles to English news- 
papers “exercise a vocation”’ within the United Kingdom ? 
That question has yet to arise, but one which constantly crops up 
is the case of foreign manufacturers who import their products 
into this country for sale by an agent here. The recent case of 
Weiss, Beheller and Brooks v. Farmer, 1923, 1 K.B. 226, in which 
the Court of Appeal affirmed a judgment of Mr. Justice SanxKey, 
delivered some years ago, illustrates the nature of the difficulty. 
Here an English agent under an agreement with a Dutch 
company, the Ramie Union, were the sole sellers in the United 
Kingdom of the goods manufactured by the Ramie Union, 
which had its head office in Holland, where its books were kept 
and its general business transacted. The appellants’ transactions 
with the Ramie Union formed only a small part of the appellants’ 
business. Under the agreement the Ramie Union manufactured 
mantles and added to the cost 10 per cent. for expenses, and the 
appellants sold the mantles in England at the best possible price. 
The appellants were entitled to 5 per cent. commission for their 
expenses and the del credere, and the profits were divided. The 
appellants agreed to keep a separate daybook showing the selling 
prices, and this book was to be open to the directors of the Ramie 
Union. The name of the Ramie Union did not appear on the 
invoices sent by the appellants to their customers in England, 
but the appellants’ premises had on them the name of the 
appellants as agents for the Ramie Union, though it was not 
proved that this had been authorized by the Ramie Union. An 


for the Ramie Union in respect of profits derived by the Ramie 
Union from exercising the trade of vendors of gas mantles within 
the United Kingdom; and the Commissioners confirmed the 
assessment. The Court of Appeal took the view that\there was 
evidence on which the General Commissioners could find that the 
Ramie Union was exercising a trade within the United Kingdom 
within the meaning of s, 2, Sched. D, of the Act of 1853, and on 
which they could find that the appellants were the agents of 
the Ramie Union within the meaning of s. 41 of the Act of 1842. 


Rating Relief for Agricultural Land. 


WE SUMMARIZE elsewhere the leading provisions of the new 
Agricultural Rates Act, 1923. We need only draw attention here 
to the extension of relief from local rates, three-quarters instead 
of one-half as under the Act of 1896, which the new statute 
confers on all agricultural land. Section 4 of the new Act 
provides :— 

‘* The provisions of any enactment contained in any Act other than 
this Act or the principal Act ”’ (i.e., the Agricultural Rates Act, 1896) 
‘* by virtue of which an occupier of land . . . which is used as arable, 
meadow or pasture ground only is liable, as compared with an occupier 
of buildings, to be assessed to or to pay any rate in the proportion 
only of one-quarter, shall be extended so as to give, during the 
continuance of this Act, the same relief to occupiers of any land which 
is agricultural land within the meaning of the principal Act but is not 
land to which those provisions apply.” 
The effect of this section is that the partial exemption from the 
general district rate which is provided for in s. 211 of the Public 
Health Act, 1875, as amended by later Acts, in regard to certain 
classes of agricultural land (e.g., land used as arable, meadow or 
pasture ground only, or as orchards, allotments, market gardens 
or nursery grounds) is extended to every other class of agricultural 
land which is within the statutory definition of thatterm. Thus, an 
occupier of a cottage garden exceeding one-quarter of an acre is, 
in the case of a general district rate, now to receive the same 
partial exemption (viz., three-quarters) as an occupier of land 
used as arable, meadow or pasture ground only. It should, 
however, be noted that the new Act does not deprive any occupier 
of land which is not “ agricultural land ” (for example, land used 
as a railway or canal, or woodlands), or any other person, of any 
exemption or allowance at present enjoyed. 


Refund of Rates Prepaid in Excess. 

THE NEW STATUTE is to operate retrospectively as from Ist 
April, 1923, so that in certain cases ratepayers will already have 
paid in excess for the half-year in the course of which the changed 
basis comes into existence. For,this, statutory provision is made 
by s. 7, which is in the following terms :— 

“7, Where before the first day of September, nineteen hundred 
and twenty-three, any person being the occupier of any agricultural 
land . . . has, in respect of a rate in relation to which this Act has 
effect, paid an amount in excess of the amount which he was, having 
regard to the provisions of this Act, liable te pay in respect thereof, 
the amount of that excess shall, subject as hereinafter provided, be 
repaid by means of an allowance from the amount due from that 
person in respect of any unpaid instalment of that rate or due in 
respect of the rate for the like purpose made next after the date 
aforesaid : , 

** Provided that if before the first day of January, nineteen hundred 
and twenty-four, no such allowance as aforesaid has been made, or if 
the amount of the excess has not been allowed as aforesaid in full, the 
amount of the excess or the balance thereof unallowed, as the case 
may be, shall on a demand in that behalf made by the person by whom 
the instalment or rate was paid or his representative be recoverable 
as a debt due to him by the authority by which the rate was levied.” 

One effect of this section is to deal inter alia with the case where 
an occupier of agricultural land, whether tenant or occupying- 
owner, has already paid to the council in respect of a rate made 
since the 3rd March, 1923, to meet expenses incurred after the 
Ist April, 1923, a sum in excess of that which he was liable to 
pay, having regard to the provisions of the new Act. It will be 
seen that in such a case the Council are to refund any such 
overpayment to the ratepayer; but any overpayment made 
before the 1st September, 1923, is as far as possible to be repaid 
by an allowance from the amount payable by him in respect of 
the next instalment of the rate or in respect of the next similar 








rate. Any such allowance to an occupier of agricultural land may 
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be made by deduction from the total sum payable by him 
(whether in respect of buildings or of agricultural land). It 
should be noted, however, that if the whole of such overpayment 
in respect of a rate collected by the Council has not been allowed 
by the Council before the Ist January, 1924, the amount of the 
overpayment then remaining to be dealt with will on demand in 
that behalf by the person by whom the overpayment was made, 
or his representative, be recoverable as a debt due to him by 
the Council. 


Civil Service Bonuses. 

SINCE MANY solicitors are employed in various capacities by 
public local authorities, it may be useful to call attention to 
the terms of the Ministry of Health circular letter, 439, dated 
29th August, 1923, which sets out the Treasury statement 
as to the revised rates on which bonuses will be paid on civil 
service salaries as from the quarterly review date of lst September, 
1921. The review on the Ist September, 1923, of civil service 
bonus will be on the basis of an average cost of living figure 
of 75, and accordingly the bonus payable to permanent 
civil servants as from the Ist September, 1921, on wages and 
salaries not exceeding £500 a year will be reduced by a further 
| /26th (making 11 /26ths in all) as from the Ist September, 1923. 
In the case of salaries over £500 a year a corresponding reduction 
of bonus will be made and the bonus will still be subject to 
the spec ial percentage deductions specified in paragraph 2 
of the statement appended to the circular No. 233 of the 30th 
August, 1921, subject to the following provisos :— 

(i) That ordinary remuneration above £500 a year shall not involve 
lower total remuneration than ordinary remuneration of £500 a year ; 
(ii) That the-higher percentage deductions specified in the statement 
take effect at the exact £700, £800, ete., of ordinary remuneration, 
and the total remuneration for those points constitute a maximum 
which may not be exceeded in the case of remuneration just below, 
for which the percentage deduction is lower ; 
(iii) That in no case shall bonus be payable at a rate which will 
raise the total remuneration above £2,000 per annum. 
In view of the revision of the civil service bonus, it follows 
that in cases in which local authorities have been paying bonus 
to those of their officers whose remuneration is subject to the 
Minister’s sanction, under the scale set out in the statement 
appended to the circular 102 of the 21st June, 1920 (commonly 
referred to by local authorities as Award 102), the bonus will 
now be automatically reduced in accordance with the provisions 


of the circular. 


Insurance Rates of Local Government Officials. 

EACH REVISION of civil service bonuses, of course, affects 
the statutory rates of insurance contributions for such local 
government officials as by reason of quantum of remuneration 
or otherwise come within the National Insurance Acts. The 
circular of the Ministry of Health lays down this procedure 
in such In so far as insurability under the National 
Health and Unemployment Insurance Acts of officers employed 
otherwise than by way of manual labour and in receipt of bonus 
on the civil service scale is dependent upon the rate of their 
remuneration, the question of insurance is determined until 
further notice with reference to the basic rate of remuneration, 
plus the bonus on such remuneration applicable from time to 
time. Officers of the classes concerned whose rate of remunera- 
tion with bonus based on an average cost of living figure of 75 
will not exceed £250 a year should thus be treated as insurable 


cases : 


as from the Ist proximo. 


The Recognition of Mexico. 

SATISFACTION WILL BE felt among lawyers at the formal 
recognition of the Republic of Mexico by the United States. 
Recognition by the United States will probably be followed by 
recognition by other Governments. No information is at 
present available as to the terms on which recognition has been 
granted, and it remains to be seen whether the various individual 
cases of hardship which will call for settlement before general 
recognition can, presumably, be given by other Governments 
will prove amenable to negotiation. 
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Recent Developments of Mercantile 
Law: Damages. 


IV.—The Measure of Damages: Minor Mercantile 
Contracts. 
(Continued from p. 848.) 


In our last article we discussed at some length those considerations 
which affect the measure of damages where there has been 
breach of a contract for the sale of goods. Not only is “ sale of 
goods ’’ the most important of mercantile contracts, but it is 
also that one in which the principle of “ natural damages ” js 
given most scope, while “conventional rules” are almost in 
accordance with logical principles ; they are hardly artificial at 
all. The other special contracts are of less importance, but they 
are mostly subject in a rather higher degree to artificial rules for 
the calculation of damages. We discuss each of them, therefore, 
only very briefly. 

1. Sale of land. 

A contract for the sale of land is in the nature of things 
an executory agreement to sell and not an executed “ bargain 
sale.” At common law, therefore, its breach was 
governed by consideration analogous to those which are 
incident to the sale of goods. Equity, however, has intervened 
by granting in certain circumstances the remedy of specific 
performance, which is only available to a very limited degree in 
the case of the sale of a chattel. Also the rules as to liquidated 
damages, in which the contracting parties assess their own 
damages, have much greater scope. Shortly, it may be said that 
all breaches of an agreement to sell land fall into one or other of 
either the purchaser refuses to complete by paying 
or else the 


and 


two classes : 
the purchase-money and accepting a conveyance ; 
vendor refuses to or is unable to convey the property. 

If the vendor fails to convey in circumstances such that he 
can convey, the purchaser can obtain either a decree of specific 
performance or can elect to treat the contract as repudiated and 
claim damages. Where the vendor fails to convey through defect 
of title, and is not protected by some stipulation in the conditions 
of sale, then the purchaser is entitled to damages. In either case, 
if he claims damages, these are assessed in accordance with 3 
conventional rule: the purchaser obtains (1) the return of the 
deposit (if any) he has made, (2) interest on the amount of the 
deposit, and (3) the actual expenses he has reasonably incurred 
in conhection with the investigation of title. Very often, these 
three items do not amount to all the damage the purchaser has 
actually incurred. He may (1) have incurred expenses in raising 
the purchase-money or in finding the deposit, (2) have incurred 
costs for preparing the conveyance or surveying the estate before 
the title has been finally investigated, or (3) may have entered 
into contracts for its re-sale. In none of these cases is the damage 
deemed to be “the natural and probable consequence ”’ of the 
vendor’s default ; and therefore in none of them can he recover 
them: Jarmain v. Egelston, 1831, 5 C. & P. 172; Morgan v. 
Russell, 1909, 1 K.B. 357. A more liberal rule, equally artificial, 
allows the recovery of these expenses actually incurred, where a 
defective lease has been granted by the landlord at a premium 
or otherwise : Robinson v. Harman, 1848, 1 Ex. 850. It is only 
necessary to add, of course, that if the vendor in fact knew he 
had no title or otherwise acted fraudulently the vendor 18 
actionable for common law deceit, these damages can then be 
recovered by the purchaser. 

If it is the purchaser who commits a breach by refusing to 
complete, the measure of damages is the injury sustained by the 
vendor: Laird v. Pim, 1841, 7 M. & W. 474—not the purchase 
price. Usually the damages are arrived at, either by re-selling 
at a lower price, or by proving the price that would have been 
obtainable at the date of the breach in the case of a re-sale : then 
the vendor can recover both the difference of price and the 
expenses of the re-sale : Noble v. Edwards, 1877, 5 Ch. D. 378. 
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2. Sale of Stocks and Shares. But in the latter case, the principle is not so obvious. It is 


Strictly speaking, the sale of choses-in-action is governed by 
the same common law considerations as are incident to sale of 
goods, so far as damages for breach is concerned. In practice, 
however, the circumstances which arise are so different that 
special conventional rules have arisen which are now invariably 
applied. Owing to the course of business on the Stock Exchange 
the three convenient forms of breach seem to be :— 

(1) Non-delivery of shares to a purchaser on the market ; 

(2) Refusal to deliver allotted shares by a company or by 
the allottee firm when the purchaser has agreed to buy his right 
to allotment ; 

(3) Non-replacement of stocks by a jobber to whom they 
have been lent on contango terms or otherwise. 

In the first of these cases, the rule is simple. The measure of 
damages is the difference between the contract price and the 
market price at the date of the breach : Michael v. Hart & Co., 
1902, 1 K.B. 482. This difference is found, however, not by 
taking the market price on that day, but by taking the market 
price of the day after that day, for the vendor has the whole of the 
day fixed for delivery in which to deliver: Shaw v. Holland, 
1846, 14 M. & W. 136. 

In the second case, the date of breach is that date on which the 
buyer has made tender of a sum equal to the calls due plus interest 
thereon. If the vendor then fails to deliver, the purchaser can 
recover the value of the shares at the market price on the day of 
tender minus the amount of calls and interest: Van Diemens 
Land Co. v. Cockerell, 1857, 1 C.B. N.S. 732. 

The third class of case presents greater difficulties. Of course, 
here there has been in effect just the same injury as if there had 
been a tortious conversion of the shares by the bailee, and the 
damages are assessed on that principle ;. the value of the shares 
is the measure of damages. But at what date is the value to be 
ascertained ? This depends in the first instance on whether the 
value has fallen or risen by the date of the trial. If the value 
has risen by then, the value at the date of judgment is the value 
obtained by the lender for non-delivery : Owen v. Routh, 1854, 
14 C.B. 327. If the value has fallen by that date, however, the 
value is assessed as at the date when the stocks and shares ought 
to have been replaced, provided a date for return was fixed in 
the bailment : Saunders v. Kentish, 1799, 8 Term Rep. 162. If 
the bailment fixed no date for their replacement, then the value 
taken is that of the date of the bailment: Forrest v. Elwes, 
1799, 4 Ves. 492. An unsuccessful attempt to claim as damages 
the highest value reached between date of bailment and date of 
trial was made in Simmons v. London Joint Stock Bank, 1891, 
1 Ch. 284; but that was suggested as a possible basis in Michael 
v. Hart, 1902, 1 K.B. 482. 

Obviously, then, rules as to the measure of damages for non- 
delivery of bailed shares are very artificial ; a different principle 
of logic is applied in all three cases. The rule is still further 
obscured and made artificial by the application of the modern 
doctrine of buyer’s duty to mitigate damages. This rule has 
actually been applied to such breaches in Jamal v. Movla Dawood 
Sons & Co., 1916, 1 A.C. 175, a case before the Judicial Com- 
mittee, and in Kech v. Faber, 1916, 60 Sou. J. 253; but the latter 
was a case of a sale of land, not of shares. 

3. Bailment of Money. 

A rather curious position arises in the case of the very 
important contract, a sub-branch of “ Bailment,” where one 
person lends money to another. _ Here the contract is usually 
executed ; i.e., the lender has performed his part by lending 
the money, and the borrower fails to repay at the due 
date. But it may be executory, for the lender may make 
& binding agreement to lend on arranged terms, and then 
may failto do so. In the former case, the measure of damages 
1s almost ideally simple; it is simply the quantum of money 
hot repaid by the borrower, plus interest for the period overdue. 
The rate of interest is either that agreed by the parties or the 


settled, however, that the borrower cannot claim the money 
promised as damages; in other words, he is not entitled to 
specific performance of such a contract except in exceptional 
cases. What he can recover is only any additional expenses 
ineurred in borrowing the money elsewhere: Prehkn v. Royal 
Bank of Liverpool, 1870, L.R., 5 End. 91. Of course, if there 
was a special purpose to which the money was to be applied, 
contemplated by both parties, the borrower can also recover 
expenses and loss of profits arising in connection therewith : 
Boyd v. Fitt, 1863, 14 Irish C.L.R. 43 ; Manchester and Oldham 
Bank v. Crol & Co., 1883, 49 L.T. 674. If no damages of any of 
these kinds have in fact resulted, the borrower is nevertheless, 
on grounds of general principle, entitled to sue and recover 
nominal damages: Western Wagon and Property Co. v. West, 
1892, 1 Ch. 271, per Mr. Justice Currry, at p. 277. It is perhaps 
hardly necessary to add that the obligation of an allottee of 
debentures to take them up is nota contract to lend money, but 
a contract to purchase a security; it is enforceable by specific 
performance : Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, s. 105. 





4. Work and Labour, and Conductio rei operande. 

A very frequent form of breach of contract is that of a contractor 
who undertakes to perform a service, or do work upon a chattel, 
or erect a building upon land, and who fails to perform the 
contract. Sometimes the failure arises out of neglect or refusal 
to perform ; sometimes it arises out of excessive delay or non- 
punctuality in performance, where time is stipulated to be of the 
essence of the contract ; and sometimes it arises out of defective 
or negligent execution of the task, so that the work is in fact 
useless for its purpose. In such a case the contractee can 
recover, (1) the losses he has directly sustained as the result of 
the failure, (2) any sub-losses contemplated by the parties 
in accordance with the rule in Hadley v. Baxendale, 1857,9 Exch. 
351 ; plus (3) any expenses he has reasonably incurred in mitigat- 
ing the damages by getting the work done or otherwise. For 
example, if delay occurs in repairing a ship, the owners are 
entitled to recover loss of profits which would have been earned 
by her if repaired punctually: Water v. Towers, 1853,3 Exch. 401. 
If the repairs have been negligently executed, and further delay 
has occurred in making them good, the owner can recover loss 
of profits for that further period, plus the expenses of making 
the work good : Wilson v. General Iron Screw Collier Co., 1877, 
47 L.J. Q.B. 239. In these cases, since specific contracts for 
the use of the vessel are not contemplated by the parties unless 
expressly stipulated for, loss of profits arising out of specific 
contracts cannot be claimed ; but they may be considered along 
with other evidence as to what the ship’s earnings would 
presumably have been. 

5. Carriage and Affreightment. ‘ 

The only other special contract which we have space 
to discuss is that of bailment by carriage or affreightment, 
Here we have to consider separately the remedies of the 
carrier and those of the consignor. Apart from cases of 
tortious conduct by the consignor, as where he packs dangerous 
goods or those having an “inherent vice,” the remedy of 
the carrier in case of breach is an action for the freight, which 
is either agreed or customary or reasonable, according to 
the circumstances. Any other remedies the carrier possesses, 
such as his lien and his right to sell perishable goods in order to 
receive the freight, are merely ancillary to, and protective of 
his right to receive freight. And, of course, his right to freight, 
in the absence of special agreement to the contrary, only arises 
when he has carried the goods, and is both ready and willing 
to deliver them: Barnes v. Marshall, 1852, 18 Q.B. 785. 

The position of the owner, on the other hand, is much more 
complicated. The carrier may commit the following very 
different classes of breach :- 

(1) He may refuse to carry goods which he has either 
contracted to carry or is bound by law to carry as a common 





4ppropriate market rate for a transaction of the type and risk. 
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(2) He may fail to deliver the goods ; 

(3) He may deliver the goods after an unreasonable interval 
or after the agreed date ; 

(4) He may carry them so negligently that they are damaged 
in transit. 

Of course, in practice, the carrier usually protects himself 
against many of his common law liabilities by means of special 
conditions or exceptions in the contract of carriage or affreight- 
ment. Where he has not done so, however, his general common 
law obligation is to carry the goods at his peril, subject to the 
Act of God and the King’s enemies or to inherent vice in the 
goods, and deliver them without unreasonable delay. If he 
fails to deliver, he is liable in contract, and possibly in tort as 
well. We do not propose to consider liability for personal 
injuries to passengers, since that is the nature of tortious liability, 
but merely damages in respect of breach of a contract to carry 
goods. 

Where a carrier refuses to carry, either in breach of a common 
law duty or of a statutory duty, or of a prior contract to carry, 
he is clearly liable in damages, whether or not he can be prose- 
cuted criminally for the same act: Pizzi v. Shipton, 1838, 1 P. 
and D.4. The measure of damages would seem to depend on the 
circumstances. If no loss has actually resulted, then nominal 
damages alone are recoverable. If there has been actual loss, 
inasmuch as the consignor has had to send by a different route 
at a higher price, then he is clearly entitled on principle to recover 
the difference of freight. If he has suffered losses through the 
carrier’s delay, which were either contemplated bythe parties at 
the making of the contract, or are the natural and probable 
consequences of the breach, then he can recover the losses thus 
imputable to the detention of the goods, e.g., loss of profits. 
Any damages beyond these, ¢e.g., loss of reputation due to 
failure to make deliveries, would not be recoverable: Hadley 
Vv. Bazendale, supra. 

Where the carrier fails to deliver the goods, of course, the 
measure of damages is their value as at the date of delivery. 
Where he delays delivery unduly, all damages—e.g., loss of 
profits—which are reasonably imputable to the delay, are 
recoverable. Where the goods are damaged in transit, the 
injury to the goods is recoverable, assessable as in ordinary 
cases of tortious negligence. 

(To be continued.) 





The Personality of Sir William 
Blackstone. 
An Additional Note on a Great Jurist. 


“LET us now praise famous men.’ These quaint but 
dignified words of the Apocryphe irresistibly occur to our 
minds when we reflect on Sir William Blackstone, the most 
famous of all England’s great jurists, who was born in Cheapside 
on the 10th July, 1723. For about him there is something 
stately and sacramental. We cannot think of him as belonging 
to any other age than that of the ceremonial eighteenth century, 
when every learned man appeared in public clad in a full- 
bottomed wig. We cannot imagine his portrait without wig 
and gown and gold-headed cane. When his name occurs 
to our memories we think instinctively of the barber in Scott’s 
** Antiquary,”’ who explained the growth of democracy and the 
French Revolution by the simple fact that gentlemen were 
ceasing to wear wigs, and therefore were losing the respect of 
the common people. ‘ There is only the baronet and yourself, 
Monkbarns, that wears a wig in this parish; how can a body 
expect the commonalty to doff their bonnets to the gentry in 
siccan a state of things ?” 
A BrieFLess BARRISTER OF THE EIGHTEENTH CENTURY. 


Blackstone was the son of a London silk merchant, and his 
whole career was passed in London or in Oxford, just as Kant, 
the greatest of modern philosophers, never wandered further 
than ten miles from his native Konigsberg. But the great 
philosopher nevertheless surveyed in spirit all the Universe, 
and Blackstone took all England, her laws and her institutions, 





for his province. His boyhood was spent at the Charterhouse, 
not yet removed from the City to the fields of Surrey. At 
fifteen he went to Pembroke College, Oxford, and there he 
actually distinguished himself by writing verses. It is almost 
as if Charles Darwin had composed famous music in his youth, 
One cannot associate the prosaic pedant who reconstructed the 
laws of England with a love-lorn undergraduate inditing sonnets, 
Yet so it was. Dr. Johnson, himself a member of Pembroke 
College, once said proudly to Boswell: ‘‘ Sir, we are a nest of 
singing birds.’”’” And only in a nest of singing birds can one 
imagine Blackstone writing verse. 

At three-and-twenty Blackstone forsook the University for 
the Bar. His Inn was the Middle Temple, which still cherishes 
his memory and keeps it green. But he had no success as 
pleader or advocate. And after a decade of brieflessness he 
decided to retice from practice betimes, before failure turns a 
man into hayseed, as, alas! it so often does in the good Inns 
of Court. So he accepted from his Alma Mater the Vinerian 
Chair in Law. He was the first Vinerian Professor, and that 
famous foundation never gave the world a greater scholar. 

THE EVER-MEMORABLE COMMENTARIES. 

When Blackstone began to lecture at Oxford the unhappy 
law student had a tedious task if he essayed to learn any law. 
For the Laws of England were scattered throughout dusty reports 
and calf-bound books of precedents. There were one or two 
archaic and indigestible text books, such as ‘“‘ Coke upon 
Littleton.’”’ But no summary or complete account of the whole 
law was anywhere to be found. 

Blackstone set out to remedy this, and he produced in twelve 
books a complete and delightfully readable text book of the 
Law of England. His Commentaries had an instant success, 
All lawyers read them. They became an indispensable part 
of the education of every country gentleman, and retained their 
prestige for a century. They were quoted in court almost 
with veneration, and judges were apologetic whenever they 
ventured to disagree with a passage in Blackstone. 

As a lecturer Blackstone was less successful. He was, says 
Jeremy Bentham, “a formal, precise and affected lecturer— 
cold, reserved, and wary, exhibiting a frigid pride.” But 
the eighteenth century, the age of Gibbon and Montesquieu, 
was essentially a pompous age and knew how to unite wit and 
spirit with pompousness. There is a quaint and delightful 
humour on almost every one of Blackstone’s most pompous 
pages. Every student recalls the famous sally with which he 
concludes his account of the husband’s ‘‘ Right of Correction” 
over his wife, and its gradual disappearance under the influence 
of the Courts of Equity. ‘‘ But, just as the common people 
had always shown a preference for the Common Law over 
Equity,’’ he suggests, ‘‘ so they have refused to let this ancient 
privilege perish through disuse.” 

A PEDANT IN PARLIAMENT. 

Blackstone, like many other great teachers and writers, was not 
fitted for the practical life of politics. He was foolish enough 
to seek a seat in the House of Commons, and his great reputation 
opened a way for him. A Tory pocket-borough was found for 
him. ‘But in the House of Commons he proved a sad failure. 
His greatest disaster arose out of the explusion of Jack Wilkes, 
He defended the legality of the Government’s action in debate, 
only to be confronted in reply with a passage from his own 
** Commentaries ’’ in the opposite sense. This ended his career. 
He refused the office of Solicitor-General and accepted a seat 
on the Judicial Bench. 

THE GREATNESS OF BLACKSTONE. 

But withal Blackstone is one of the greatest of Englishmen. 
The task he accomplished, of reducing to writing the Augean 
Stables of our heaped-up confusion of laws, was indeed a her- 
culean task. And in reducing English Law into the form of 
Commentaries, he reshaped it in his own image. The archaism, 
the dignity, the solidity of our legal principles are largely the 
reflection of Blackstone’s personality. He did for Law what 
Dr. Johnson’s Dictionary did for the Englis® language. 

There are indeed more analogies than one between Mr. Justice 
Blackstone and Dr. Samuel Johnson. The Great Commentator 
and the Great, Lexicographer were alike magnificent and i 
specimens of the most virile of all the centuries which have 
passed from Time into Eternity since the Renaissance restored 
to Europe the model of the High Roman spirit. An intense but 
withal a very practical Conservatism ; a love of learning combined 
with a distaste for novel theories and views; a large sincerity 
and a deeply serious conscientiousness in sacred and seculat 
affairs alike ; such characteristics as these both these massive 
personalities had in common. Each rendered with scrupulous 
fidelity to God the things that are God’s and to Cesar the things 
that are Ceesar’s. Gibbon, Johnson and Blackstone are. almost 
the only names in English letters which can, without a sense 
that one is comparing mediocrities with heroes, be set beside 
the names of Bacon, Milton and Shakespeare, 
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Maritime Law and the Gothenberg 
Conference. 


READERS of the SoLicirors’ JouRNAL are now familiar with 
the international movement amongst maritime nations which 
culminated in the Agreed Hague Rules, adopted in 1922 by 
the representatives of all the signatory countries for the govern- 
ance of bills of lading. They have not forgotten, of course, 
that these Rules have been embodied in the Schedule to a short 
six-claused Bill now under parliamentary consideration, the 
Carriage of Goods by Sea Bill. They are also aware that this 
Bill met with some opposition from certain sections of the shipping 
community and was referred to a joint committee of both Houses 
of Parliament to hear evidence and report. A report in favour 
of the Bill was made, and it has now beeen passed through all 
its stages in the House of Lords, but not inthe House of Commons. 

The Carriage of Goods by Sea Bill, however, and the inter- 
national standardization of bills of lading which it is intended 
to secure is only a small part in a great movement. This 
movement is the result of an effort to standardize International 
Maritime Law and to secure uniformity in every civilized country, 
which has been in progress ever since 1897. _In that year the 
International Maritime Committee was formed by representatives 
of all the sea powers and commenced its arduous labours. Con- 
ferences after conferences have been held, interrupted of course, 
as was every other progressive movement, by the catastrophe 
of the Great War. Its latest conference, in fact the fourteenth, 
is the Gothenberg Conference, held this year, which has had 
very important results. These are ably stated in an article 
in The Times, 3rd September, to which we are much indepted 
in the elaboration of this short summary of the Conference and 
its results. 

Mr. FRANCKS’ INAUGURAL ADDREss. 


The Fourteenth Conference met a month ago at Gothenberg 
in Sweden, under the presidency of the Belgian Minister of the 
Colonies, Mr, Francks, who summed up the situation in an 
exceptionally illuminating inaugural address. He said, in 
substance, that whereas when propaganda were first started 
the divergences and discrepancies between the maritime laws 
of the various nations had produced a chaotic state of conflict 
from which escape seemed hopeless, there was to-day a clear 
and universal feeling of shipowners, mérchants and underwriters 
that the law of the seas could, and should, be made uniform on 
all important matters so as to afford to all ships, whatever their 
nationality, in all ports, the protection of the same law. It 
was not a matter of the abstract superiority of one or other system 
or principle: any law which was uniform, for a commerce 
which was international and indivisible, was sure to be better 
than diversity. 

Governments and Parliaments, Mr. Francks proceeded, had 
gradually been induced to take the same viev’, and positive 
results had been achieved which justified the efforts and time 
spent on the continuation of the work. International codes 
of law on collision and on salvage were in force. Three important 
codes on limitation of shipowners’ liability, on maritime mort- 
ages and liens, and, lastly, on the rules as to carriage of goods 

y sea, including the long outstanding question of negligence 
clauses in the bills of lading, had been put into final shape, first 
at the thirteenth session of the International Maritime Conference, 
held in London, in 1922, and then at a Diplomatic Conference 
held in October last at Brussels. The information received 
by the Belgian Government as to the willingness of several 
governments to sign the conventions in question was satisfactory, 
Also in order to consider certain comments and suggestions 
received and carry the proposals a stage further, a sub-committee 
of the Diplomatic Conference would meet in October next at 
Brussels. 

This favourable review of the general progress met with much 
approval. M. Lofgren, late Minister of Justice, President 
of the Swedish Association of Maritime Law, was then elected 
President of the Conference; Sir Norman Hill, for many years 
secretary of the Liverpool Steam Ship Owners’ Association and 
Sir Allan Anderson, Vice-President of the Chamber of Shipping 
of the United Kingdom, were nominated Vice-Presidents. 
Mr. George P. Langton (London), with Dr. Sohr (Antwerp), 
was appointed General Secretary, 

An invitation from Professor Berlinrigie, President of the 
Italian Maritime Law Association, to hold the next Maritime 
Conference at- Genoa was then accepted Professor Matsunami 
on behalf of the Japanese Association, had reserved the right 
of his group to offer the hospitality of Japan to the International 

itime Committee at a future session. A most hospitable 
reception was given to the Conference by the City of Gothenburg 
and the various local organizations interested in shipowning, 
shipbuilding and maritime law. 





THE TRANSPORTATION OF GooDs By SEA, 


The three principal questions discussed by the Conference 
were the conditions under which goods are transported by sea, 
the legal immunity of state ships, and the problem of passenger 
insurance. Upon the first question the course of proceedings 
in the Conference is very ably summarized in The Times article 
quoted above, from which we venture to extract the following 
condensed statement. Scandinavian shipowners put forward 
some objections and reservations of theirs as to the draft con- 
vention on the carriage of goods, which was provisionally passed 
by the Diplomatic Conference at Brussels last October, and was 
inserted by the Government in the Schedule to the Sea Carriage 
of Goods Bill, 1923. They explained the apprehensions felt by 
the Scandinavian ‘‘ tramp ’’ shipowners as to any interference 
with their freedom of contract; they said that there were no 
complaints in the trade as to the bills of lading at present in use 
with this class of ship; the difficulty had arisen with the liner 
companies. Why not limit to the liners the restrictive legislation 
which was aimed at ? Sir Norman Hill, M. Cleminson, general 
manager of the Chamber of Shipping, and M. Francks made it 
clear that this distinction was not workable, that the British 
tramp steamship owners had agreed to the rules prepared at 
The Hague, London and Brussels, and that the “ tramp” 
owners would not suffer through the operations of the rules, 
which preserved to them the right of maintaining the forms of 
charter-party in use in their particular trade and did not prevent 
their carrying on their business satisfactorily. The general 
impression was that this exchange of views had cleared the air 
and done away with some misconception and prejudice in the 
Scandinavian countries as to the proposed settlement of the 
long-outstanding and vexed question of the abuse of negligence 
exceptions in bills of lading. 

THE IMMUNITY OF STATE-OWNED SHIPS. 

The second matter discussed by the Conference related to the 
immunity from legal process enjoyed by state-owned and state- 
controlled ships which was developed to such an extent and led 
to so much abuse in the Great War. As is ably pointed out in 
The Times article, before 1914 only very few Governments 
were running ships for commercial purposes, and in very limited 
number. But, since the war, the number of ships operated by 
Governments, as a commercial enterprise on their own account, 
have vastly increased, and amount to several hundred thousand 
tons. Under the law of most nations (e.g., of England) such 
ships, being Government property, enjoy immunity from seizure 
and arrest and even from ordinary legal proceedings before the 
Admiralty or Commercial Courts. They are competitors of 
private owners in trade, but privileged in law. At last year’s 
meeting of the International Maritime Conference, held at 
Lincoln’s Inn Hall, this system of state inmunity was considered, 
and a strongly-worded resolution passed unanimously that. it 
was highly objectionable and ought to be brought to an end by 
international agreement. A draft international convention was 
in consequence prepared by the Permanent Bureau of the Inter- 
national Maritime Committee*and submitted to the various 
national associations and organisations which are connected 
with it. All the national preliminary reports agreed on the 
necessity of abolishing the immunity and bringing the Govern- 
ment-owned trading ship under the common law of commerce 
whether in foreign ports or at home. Warships and ships of a 
similar kind, it was agreed, should remair immune from arrest 
or seizure, and be subject to legal process only in their own 
courts. After careful discussion of the proposed clauses, a 
draft of a convention on the above lines was unanimously 
agreed upon. 


THE CoMPULSORY INSURANCE OF PASSENGERS, 

The other important matter upon the agenda of the Conference 
concerned the vexed question whether or not there should be a 
compulsory system of insuring passengers. In all civilized 
states there nowadays exist regulations controlling the carriage 
of immigrants, and usually only licensed ships are permitted 
to carry steerage passengers, or to book emigrant voyagers. 
Some states in their regulations impose on the licensed shipowners 
an obligation to provide emigrants with a free insurance policy 
against loss of life and personal injury at sea; others make no 
such provision. Even where such policies are compulsory, 
however, there is little or no uniformity as to the conditions they 
impose, and it often happens that the passenger fails to gain 
much advantage from them. The statutory limit of liability 
is a matter that has to be kept in mind in considering such 
questions. Sir Norman Hillaccordingly laid before the Conference 
a general scheme of compulsory insurance; this was discussed 
and considered workable in the case of steerage passengers 
but there was no general agreement as to whether it should be 
applied to first and second-class passengers. It was referred 
for investigation to a special committee presided over by Sir 
Norman Hill. 
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Readings of the Statutes. 


fhe Agricultural Rates Act, 1923, 13 & 14 
Geo. V, Cc. 39. 

Tuts new statute, although only just passed, provides that it is 
to be deemed to have come into force on Ist April, 1923. It is 
therefore partially retrospective, but merely for reasons of obvious 
financial convenience inasmuch as the Budget year commences 
on 6th April. The Act is to continue in force until the 31st March, 
1925, unless Parliament otherwise determines. The statute 
provides that the Minister of Health is to make regulations for 
carrying it into effect. This he has done by a statutory Rule and 
Order, namely, the Agricultural Rates Order, 1923, dated 22nd 
August, 1923. Our note will include references to this Ministerial 
Order as well as to the statute itself. 

It is hardly necessary to remind readers of THE SOLICITORS’ 
JOURNAL that under s. 1 of the Agricultural Rates Act, 1896, 
the occupier of agricultural land in England and Wales received 
a certain statutory exemption from local rates. In the case of 
every rate made for general or special county purposes, the 
agricultural occupier was required to pay only one-half of the 
pounded rate charged on the occupier of buildings. Section 1 of 
the new Act extends this exemption by substituting “ one- 
quarter "’ for “ one-half,” so that the agricultural rate is now 
only 25 per cent. of that chargeable on other occupiers. In order 
to relieve the local authority from the burden of meeting the 
deficiency thus created, the statute provides for a parliamentary 
wrant-in-aid. 

ADDITIONAL ANNUAL GRANT IN RESPECT OF DEFICIENCY ARISING 
FROM FURTHER EXEMPTION. 

\n annual grant of fixed amount is made to the council in 
respect of the deficiency arising in the produce of rates from 
the partial exemption provided for in s. 1 of the Act of 1896. 
That grant, which is not affected in any way by the new Act, 
will continue to be paid as before. 

The further exemption provided for in s. 1 of the new Act 
gives rise to a further deficiency in the produce of rates made 
for general or special county purposes, and to meet this deficiency 
the new Act entitles the council to a further grant. Unlike the 
grant under the Act of 1896, this further grant, which in the 
new Act is referred to as “ the additional annual grant,”’ is not 
fixed in amount, but will vary from half-year to half-year. It is 
designed to meet the actual deficiency which will arise by reason 
of the further exemption. The council’s share in the additional 
annual grant will be ascertained and certified by the Minister in 
accordance with the provisions of ss. 2 and 3 of the new Act 
and Arts. 5 and 6 of the Order, and forms will be sent to the 
council carly in each half-year, on which they will be asked to 
supply the information necessary for the purpose. 

The additional annual grant in respect of rates for general 
county purposes will be calculated as follows :— 

Total amount of general county 

contributions which would have 
called for if the new Act 
had not been passed. 


he« tl 
One quarter of the 

net annual value of 
agricultural land. 


Total assessable value under the 
Agricultural Rates Act, 1896, of 
all the parishes’in the adminis- 
trative county net annual 
value of those parishes less one- 
half the net annual value of the 
agricultural land therein). 

The same method will be applied in calculating from the corre- 
sponding figures for each special county area the amount of the 
additional annual grant payable in respect of rates raised therein 
for special county purposes. In both cases, for the purposes of 
this calculation, the amount of the fixed grant under the Act of 
1806 must, of course, be brought into account as a receipt before 
arriving at the total amount of county contributions ‘“ which 
would have been called for if the new Act had not been passed.’’ 

RATE BASIS OR STANDARD. 
For the purposes of s. 3 of the Act of 1896, the form of the 
County Rate Basis or Standard was modified, pursuant to 
Regulations issued under that Act, so as to show for each parish— 
** Net Annual Value of the Agricultural Land in the Parish ”’ 

(column 3); 

‘* Net Annual Value of the Buildings and other Hereditaments 

not being Agricultural Land in the Parish ”’ (column 4); and 
Assessable value of the Parish, being one-half the amount 

in column 3 added to the amount in column 4 ”’ (column 5). 
Section 3 of the Act of 1896 is modified by s. 6 and Part II 
of the Schedule to the new Act. Thus, during the continuance of 
the new Act the “ assessable value of a parish ”’ for the purpose 
of apportioning county contributions is to be the satenble value 
thereof reduced by an amount equal to three-quarters of the 


(i.é., 


ALTERATION OF THE COUNTY 





rateable value of the agricultural land in the parish. In order to 
give effect to this modification Art. 3 of the accompanying Order 
provides that the words ‘‘ one-half ’’ in the above quoted heading 
of column 5 shall be altered to ‘‘ one-quarter,’”’ and that the 
figures in that column shall accord with the altered heading. 
This new “ assessable value” is in the Order referred to as 
‘‘reduced assessable valut’’ in order to distinguish it from 
‘* assessable value ’’ under the Act of 1896. 

During the continuance of the new Act it will be necessary 
for the council, in determining the net amount to be raised by 
county contributions, either for general or special county purposes, 
to bring into account, as a receipt, both the sum issuable to them 
out of the grant under the Act of 1896, and also the sum issuable 
to them out of the additional annual grant under the new Act, 
and then to apportion the residue of the required amount between 
the several parishes in proportion to reduced assessable value, 
By these means the appropriate share of the additional annual 
grant to the council will be secured to each parish containing 
agricultural land through the reduction in the amount of county 
contributions called for from the parish. 

The definition of the expression “ agricultural land ”’ which is 
given in s. 9 of the Agricultural Rates Act, 1896, is not altered 
by the new Act. In order, however, to remove doubts which 
appear to have existed in some parts of the country as to whether 
the expression “ allotments ”’ in that definition includes allotment 
gardens, and whether such allotment gardens are agricultural 
land for the purposes of the Act of 1896, s. 16 of the new Act 
contains a declaration to the effect. that any allotment garden 
within the meaning of the Allotments Act, 1922, except a cottage 
garden not exceeding one-quarter of an acre, is “ agricultural 
land ”’ for the purposes of the Agricultural Rates Acts. 

The Statutory Order, referred to above, contains inter alia, the 
following provisions as to :— 

A. The Calculation of the Basis or Standard of the County 
Rate (s. 3); 

B. The Ministerial estimate of the deficiency in accordance 
with which the parliamentary grant-in-aid is to be paid to the 
local authority (ss. 5 and 6) ; 

C. Modifications of the general principle which have been 
made by special Acts of Parliament. 

A. CALCULATION OF CouNTy Basis. 

3.—(1L) Every basis or standard of the county rate which is 
in force at the date of this Order and every basis or standard 
of the county rate upon which county contributions in respect 
of expenses to be incurred after the Ist day of April, 1923, have 
been before the date of this Order apportioned by the county 
council between the parishes in the administrative county, shall 
forthwith be altered by the substitution for the assessable 
value of each parish, appearing in such basis or standard, of 
the reduced assessable value of each parish. 

(2) Where for the purpose of raising a borough or other rate 
any valuation has been made by the council of a borough or any 
other council (not being a county council), and such valuation 
does not contain particulars of separately rated hereditaments, 
the foregoing provisions of this Article shall extend to such 
valuation as if the valuation were a basis or standard of the 
county rate and the council by whom the valuation was made 
were a county council, and with such other modifications as 
may be necessary. 

(3) The referencesin Article XVII of the Agricultural Rates 
Order, 1896, to one-half the rateable value of agricultural land 
shall be read as references to one-quarter of the rateable value of 
agricultural land, and the form of county or other basis, 
standard, or valuation prescribed in Schedule Z to the Agricul- 
tural Rates Order, 1896, shall be amended by the substitution 
in the heading to column 5 thereof of “ one-quarter” for 
‘ one-half.” 

(4) Copies of every basis, standard, or valuation altered as 
required by this Article shall, within one month from the date 
of this Order be sent in the case of the County Rate basis, to the 
Board of Guardians of every Poor Law Union wholly or partly 
included in the County, and to all other persons to whom pre- 
cepts for County contributions are directed, and as regards 
so much of any such basis as relates to Parishes comprised in 
the Metropolitan Police District, to the Receiver of the Metro- 
politan Police District, and, in the case of valuations for 
Borough or other rates, to the Overseers or other persons to 
whom precepts for such rates are issued. 

B. ESTIMATE OF DEFICIENCY. 

5. In order to enable the Minister to estimate the deficiency 
which will arise in each half-year by reason of Section 1 of the 
Act of 1923 in the produce of rates— 

(i) every spending authority shall cause returns, as and when 
required by the Minister, to be filled in and forwarded to him 
in regard to the following matters :— 

(a) the rates raised, or to be raised, by the spending 
authority, including the amount in the pound of any such 
rate ; 
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(6) the amount of such rates which it is estimated would 
have been payable in respect of agricultural land if the 
Act of 1923 had not been passed and the amount estimated 
to be payable in respect of such land under Section 1 of the 
Act of 1923 ; 

(ec) such particulars as to the valuations for the purposes 
of such rates and other matters as may be necessary to 
indicate the basis of any entries made in the return; and 

(d) information in relation to the sums received or to be 
received by the spending authority, or their predecessors or 
successors, or as to any alteration in the area of the spending 
authority, or as to any alteration in the valuation list or 
basis or standard for the county rate, or in regard to any 
ether matter; and ’ 

(ii) every assessment committee and the Overseers of every 
parish shall cause returns, asand when required by the Minister, 
to be filled in and forwarded to him in regard to any information 
in their possession. 

6. For the purpose of any estimate required under the Act 
of 1923, the amount included in orders for contributions made 
payable during a half-year shall be deemed to have been raised 
by arate during that half-year. 

C. MODIFICATIONS ARISING OUT OF SPECIAL ACTs. 
7.—(1) Where under any local Act passed, orany Provisional 

Order confirmed by Parliament, a rate to which the principal 
Act applied has been consolidated with a rate to which that 
Act did not apply, the shares for any half-year in the additional 
annual grant of the spending authorities to whom any portion 
of the proceeds of the consolidated rate may be payable, shall 
be adjusted in such manner as in the opinion of the Minister is 
necessary to secure that the total of the sums payable out of 
the additional annual grant to such spending authorities in 
respect of the area in which the consolidated rate is leviable 
shall not exceed the total amount of the deficiency arising in 
that half-year by reason of Section 1 of the Act of 1923 in such 
part of the produce of the consolidated rate as is levied for the 
purposes of those spending authorities. 

(2) Where any local Act passed, or any Provisional Order con- 
firmed by Parliament, before the 3rd day of August, 1923, 
authorises such a consolidation of rates as aforesaid, but the 
consolidation of rates will not come into operation until after 
the date of this Order the foregoing provisions of this Article 
shall apply, as if the rates had been consolidated before the 
date of this Order. 

8. The heading to the form of rate set out in Schedule Y to 
the Agricultural Rates Order, 1896, shall be amended by the 
substitution for ‘‘ one-half of the said Rate ” of ‘‘ one-quarter 
of the said Rate.” 

TRANSITIONAL ARRANGEMENTS PENDING NEW Basis. 

A copy of every County Rate Basis or Standard altered in 
accordance with Art. 3 of the Order is to be sent to the overseers, 
guardians and all other persons to whom precepts for county 
contributions are directed, and, in the case of a parish within the 
Metropolitan Police district, to the receiver. It will also be 
realised that, as the Act is to be deemed to have come into 
operation on the Ist April last, the contribution for the current 
half-year as originally demanded from a parish containing 
agricultural land will be in excess of the amount payable under 
the new Act, and that in such cases an adjustment will be 
necessary. Arrangements are being made which will secure that 
the council shall receive their share of the additional grant for 
the current half-year by the middle of September, 1923. In some 
cases the occupier of agricultural land will for the current half-year 
pay to the overseers, not the amount originally demanded as 
rates in respect of that land, but the smaller amount now payable 
by him under the new Act. In many cases, however, the occupier 
will have paid in full the sum demanded ; and in such cases the 
Overseers are required under s. 7 of the new Act to repay to him 
the amount overpaid, or to allow such amount by way of 
deduction. In these circumstances it is of the utmost importance 
that the adjustments which the new Act has rendered necessary 
in regard to the precepts and rates for the current half-year 
should be completed as soon as possible, so as to avoid complica- 
tions in connection with the precepts and rates for the half-year 
commencing on the Ist October next. It is accordingly provided 
in Art. 4 of the Order that the amount by which the contribution 
originally demanded of a parish for the current half-year exceeds 
the reduced sum payable under the Act of 1923 shall forthwith 
be notified by the council to the guardians of the poor law union 
in which the parish is comprised. It is also provided in the same 
article that the guardians shall transmit such notification forthwith 
© the overseers. Under Art. 4 of the Order it is contemplated 
(i) that the excess for each parish shall be adjusted in connection 
with the precepts issued by the council before the Ist September, 
1923, and (ii) that the adjustment may be made either by means 
of cash repayments by the council to the guardians, or by means 
of deductions from any amounts remaining under the last- 
Mentioned precepts to be paid by the guardians to the council. 
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Res Judicate. 


Agricultural Holdings and the 
Act, 1920. 


(Jones v. Evans, 1923, 1 K.B. 12; C.A.; 
1923, 1 K.B. 150; C.A.) 

The two cases bracketed together above belp to illustrate 
the way in which the Agriculture Act, 1920, will receive inter- 
pretation in the courts. The first case arises out of s. 29 which 
amends the Act of 1908 in connection with compensation for 
improvements. The second case arises out of s. 18 (1), which 
refers to the determination by arbitration of differences arising 
out of a claim by a landlord against an agricultural tenant 
for breach of the tenancy covenants 

In Huckell v. Santrey, supra, the facts are these: A contract 
of tenancy made in 1906 for a term of fifteen years contained 
an agreement by the tenant to plant half the land with fruit 
trees and fruit bushes within the first four years, and the rest 
with fruit trees within the first ten years of letting. The tenant 
planted trees and bushes in accordance with the agreement. 
At the end of the tenancy he claimed compensation for the 
improvement thus made. The court held that he was not 
entitled to compensation, the improvement being one which 
he was required to make by the terms of his tenancy and the 
contract of tenancy having been made before Ist January, 1921. 
For s. 1, s-s. 1, of the Agricultural Holdings Act, 1908, as amended 
by s. 29 of the Agriculture Act, 1920, and further amended by 
s. 1 s-s. 3, of the Agriculture (Amendment) Act, 1921, is to be 
read thus: ‘‘ Where a tenant of a holding has made thereon 
any improvement comprised in the First Schedule to this Act 
he shall, subject as in this Act mentioned and in a case wnere 
the contract of tenancy was made on or after Ist January, 1921, then 
whether the improvement was or was not an improvement 
which he was required to make by the terms of his tenancy, be 
entitled, at the determination of a tenancy, on quitting his 
holding to obtain from the landlord as compensation under 
this Act for the improvement such sum as fairly represents the 
value of the improvement to an incoming tenant.” 

In Jones v. Evans, supra, a difference arose as to the degree 
of “ particularity ’ which must be observed in a landlord’s 
“particulars ”’ of his claim against the tenant for breach 
of covenant as required by ss. 18 (1) and (2) of the Agriculture 
Act, 1920, which may be summarized thus: By s. 18, s-s. 1, 
of the Agriculture Act, 1920, any difference arising out of a 
claim by the landlord of an agricultural holding against his 
tenant for breaches of the covenants in the lease is to be deter- 
mined by arbitration, and by s-s. 2, ‘*‘ Any such claim as is 
mentioned in this section shall cease to be enforceable after 
the expiration of two months from the termination of the tenancy 
unless particulars thereof have been given by the landlord to 
the tenant... before the expiration of that period ’’ The court 
held, having regard to the severity of the penalty attached to 
non-compliance—namely, total extinguishment of the claim 
—the presumption was that the requirement of ‘‘ particulars ”’ 
was not intended to be construed strictly, and that, for the 
purpose of keeping the claim alive and enabling the parties 
to get before the arbitrator, a less degree of particularity was 
required to satisfy the section than would be required of par- 
ticulars of a statement of claim in an action. At the same 
time, when the parties get before the arbitrator he might be of 
opinion that the particulars were insuflicient, and might order 
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further and better particulars to be given. 
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Notice of Accident and Claim to Statutory 
Compensation. 
(Clay v. Sherwood Colliery Co.,15 Butterworth’s W., CC, 203; C.A.) 

(The Court of Appeal overruled a county court judge’s decision, 
that a workman had given sufficient notice of ** accident ’’ and 
‘‘claim ” to satisfy s. 2 (1) (a) of the Workmen’s Compensation 
Act, 1906, in Clay v. Sherwood, supra). Here a miner had suffered 
an injury while at work by the falling of a portion of the roof 
upon his back. Her verbally informed the deputy of the accident, 
but no written notice thereof was given to his employers until 
four months after the accident. At the hearing of arbitration 
proceedings before the county court judge an award was made in 
favour of the workman on the ground that “ for the reasons 
which he had put forward ”’ he had under s. 2, s-s. (1) (a), of the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, ‘‘ reasonable cause ”’ for not 
giving the notice earlier. The county court judge also found that 
the injury had “ rendered the applicant what is known as an 
‘odd lot ’ in the labour market ” ; but he did not indicate what 
he meant by this cryptic phrase, and in the Court of Appeal the 
late Master of the Rolls expressed the bope that the learned 
county court judges would not use the expression ‘“ odd lot ” 
without explaining what they meant by it. 

The Court of Appeal held that on referring to the evidence, 
the applicant did not appear to have given any reason for failing 
to give the notice earlier ; that the real reason appeared to be 
that he thought he had done all that was required by giving the 
verbal notice to the deputy. The county court judge had found 
that the notice given to the deputy was insufficient, and that the 
workman had failed to give the written notice because he thought 
that he would recover. That, however, is insufficient, having 
regard to W ebste rv. Cohen Brothe rs, 108 L » 197, and the count y 
court judge’s de« ision could not be supports d. 


Liability of Aiders and Abbettors. 
(Morris v. Tolman, 1923, 1 K.B. 166.) 

\ troublesome question of Criminal Law came before the 
Divisional Court on a case stated by justices in Morris v. Tolman, 
supra. Although persons who “ aid and abet ” a misdemeanour, 
are both by criminal law and by statute deemed ‘principal ”’ 
offenders, who can be convicted and punished as such, great 
vagueness exists as to what conduct amounts to “ aiding and 
abetting.’”? Much depends on the nature of the offence, and the 
wording of the statute creating it when it is a statutory offence, 
whether summary or indictable. Now by s. 8, s-s. 3, of the 
Roads Act, 1920: ‘‘ Where a licence has been taken out as for a 
vehicle to be used solely for a certain purpose and the vehicle is 
at any time during the period for which the licence is in force 
used for some other purpose, the person so using the vehicle shall, 
if the rate of duty chargeable in respect of a licence for a vehicle 
used for that other purpose is higher than the rate chargeable 
in respect of the licence held by him, be liable to an excise 
penalty. ....’’ An information was preferred against the 
owner of a motor vehicle charging that he had on a certain day 
used it for a purpose other than that for which it was licensed 
and chargeable at a higher rate of duty, and also charging the 
respondent. with aiding and abetting the commission of the 
offence. The justices dismissed the information against the 
owner, and being of opinion that having dismissed it as against 
him, they had no power to convict the respondent of aiding and 
abetting, they also dismissed the information as against the 
respondent. The Divisional Court held, that the language of 
8. 8, 8-8. 3, showed that it was limited to persons holding a licence 
for a vehicle, and that inasmuch as the respondent was not the 
holder of the licence, he was not liable to be convicted. 





The Determination of Underleases. 


(In re Knight and Hubbard’s Underiease ; Hubbard v. Highton, 
1923, 1 Ch., 130.) 

Mr. Justice Sargant had a practical conveyancing point of 
some importance in daily practice before him in Hubbard v. 
Highton, supra. The plaintiff was entitled as sub-underlessee of 
premises under a sub-underlease of 1908 determinable by either 
sub-underlessor or sub-underlessee on 26th September, 1922, or 
1929, subject to a proviso that the lessor’s power to determine 
should be exercisable only in the event of his desiring to determine 
the superior lease under which he held. The superior lease of 
1908, was subject to determination by the lessee at the end of the 
first seven or fourteen years of the term. In 1920 the trustees 
of a friendly society took an assignment of the lease and under- 
lease, and later acquired the freehold reversion in the whole of the 
premises. The agents of the society gave notice to the trustees 
of its desire to determine the underlease, and to the plaintiff of 
its intention to determine the sub-underlease. The lessors of the 
sub-underlease claimed to be entitled to give notice to the plaintiff 
to determine the sub-underlease, as suggested in Batty v. Vincent, 
1921, 124 L.T. 594. The judge held that this contention was 
good, and further, that the notice of 17th February, 1922, given 
by the society’s agents to the plaintiff, was valid. 
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Correspondence. 


Mitigation of Damages. 

[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. ] 

Sir,—I should like to call your attention to paragraph 3 
under heading ‘“ B’”’—‘t Remedies of the seller: action for 
unliquidated damages ”’ in Article III of ‘‘ Recent Developments 
of Mercantile Law: Damages,’? appearing in the SoLicrrors’ 
JOURNAL, Ist September, 1923. The paragraph reads as 
follows :— 

‘* Where the buyer announces his refusal to accept before 
the date when he is under a contractual obligation to do so, 
the seller is neither bound to wait until the due date, nor at 
liberty to do so, before seeking to re-sell the goods on the 
market. He must treat the contract as repudiated, and, if the 
price is going down on the market (as will usually be the case 
where the buyer finds it better policy to break his contract), 
must sell so quickly as is reasonably possible so as to get the 
best price he can, thereby reducing the quantum of difference 
between market price and agreed price. Incidentally, this 
reduces the damages he can claim, but he is bound to look 
after the interests of the contract-breaker, just as he would 
look after his own, as a man of prudence. If he does not 
do so, then he is not allowed to recover a greater sum In 
damages than he would have recovered had he acted properly.” 
I submit that the seller is not bound to accept the buyer’s 

repudiation even where it is obvious that the buyer cannot 
carry out the contract on the day fixed. Should, however, the 
seller accept the buyer’s repudiation as an immediate breach, he 
must then act reasonably by way of minimising the loss caused 
thereby. The law concerning prospective breaches of contract 
(commonly called ‘‘ anticipatory breach of contract ’’) in relation 
to the measure of damages was clearly portrayed in the luminous 
language of Cockburn, C.J., in Frost v. Knight, 1872, L.R. 7, 
Ex. 111, at pp. 112-113: ‘* The promisee, if he pleases, may treat 
the notice of intention as inoperative, and await the time when 
the contract is to be executed, and then hold the other party 
responsible for all the consequences of non-performance ; but 
in that case he keeps the contract alive for the benefit of the 
other party as well as his own ; he remains subject to all his own 
obligations and liabilities under it, and enables the other party 
not only to complete the contract, if so advised, notwithstanding 
his previous repudiation of it, but also to take advantage of any 
supervening circumstances which would justify him in declining 
to complete it. Onthe other hand, the promisee may, if he thinks 
proper, treat the repudiation of the other party as a wrongful 
putting an end to the contract, and may at once bring his action 
as on a breach of it; and in such action he will be entitled to 
such damages as would have arisen from the non-performance 
of the contract at the appointed time, subject however t? 
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abatement in respect of any circumstances which would have 
afforded him the means of mitigating his loss.’’ See also 
Phillpots v. Evans, 5 M. & W. 475; Michael v. Hart, 1902, 
1 K.B. 482. 

Similarly the buyer is, as a general rule, entitled, in the same 
way as the seller, according to the principles laid down in Frost v. 
Knight, to wait till the date of performance before suing 
the seller for non-delivery, and he need not accept as a breach 
a repudiation by the seller before that date. The fact that 
the buyer has notice that a future performance by the seller has 
become impossible, does not, it would seem, compel him to accept 
the repudiation ; so that he can wait on a rising market for the 
day appointed for performance, and is not bound to mitigate 
his loss as soon as possible. 

If the buyer accept the seller’s repudiation he may bring 
his action at once, whether he buys against the seller or not. But 
he must, like the seller in the converse case, act in a reasonable 
way to mitigate the effects of the breach. 

C. G. SNOWDEN. 

85, Argyle-street, 

Hull. 
3rd September. 

[We do not disagree with our correspondent’s full and clear 
statement of the law. Our own was much abbreviated, as we 
intended to discuss it fully in our article on “ Mitigation of 
Damages.’’—Eb. S.J.] 


Contempt by Missiles im facie curia. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Sir.—Your reference to the throwing of an egg at 
Vice-Chancellor Malins recalls certain lines in Punch. Shortly 
before the occurrence a man had discharged a pistol at Sir George 
Jessel, M.R. I quote Punch’s lines from memory :— 

‘Test strength of things struck at 
By strength of the missile ; 
As egg is to bullet 
So Malins to Jessel.” 
W. H.W. 
London, 
3rd September. 


Reduction in Rates—Reduction in Rent. 


(To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 

Sir,—I was interested in reading the article by your corre- 
spondent ‘‘ G.H.A.”’ in your issue of Ist instant, on the above 
subject, from which it appears that the County Court Judge at 
Yeovil delivered judgment in favour of the landlord maintaining 
the full permitted increased rent notwithstanding a reduction 
in rates. 

On 9th July last a case in which I am acting for the plaintiff 
landlord was tried before His Honour Judge Harrington at the 
Wandsworth County Court where the circumstances appeared 
to be identical, when his honour upheld the defendant tenant’s 
claim for a reduction in rent to correspond with the reduction 
which had taken place in rates, and gave judgment accordingly. 
The judgments in these two cases appear to be diametrically 
opposed to each other. 

In the case in which I am concerned I have given notice of 
appeal to the Divisional Court ; after the appeal has been decided 
I will let you know the result. Meantime it appears that the 
vast numbers of landlords throughout the country who collect 
rents inclusive of rates are left in a state of glorious uncertainty 
as to the amount they are entitled to demand from their tenants. 


W. Haroitp Hovse. 
5th September. 








New Orders. 


Orders in Council. 


THE TREATIES OF PEACE ORDERS (AMENDMENT) 
(No. 2) ORDER, 1923. 


Whereas in pursuance of the powers conferred upon Him by 
the Treaty of Peace Act, 1919, the Treaties of Peace (Austria 
and Bulgaria) Act, 1920, and the Treaty of Peace (Hungary) 
Act, 1921, His Majesty in Council was pleased to make the 
Treaty of Peace Order, 1919, the Treaty of Peace (Austria) 
Order, 1920, the Treaty of Peace (Bulgaria) Order, 1920, and 
the Treaty of Peace (Hungary) Order, 1921, and various Orders 


amending the aforesaid Orders : 





And whereas it is expedient that the aforesaid Orders as 
amended should be further amended in manner hereinafter 
appearing : 

Now, therefore, it is hereby ordered, as follows :— 

1. The Orders made under the said Acts shall have effect 
as if the words ‘‘ and, without prejudice to any other method 
of enforcement, any award of the Mixed Arbitral Tribunal may 
by leave of the High Court or a judge thereof, or in Scotland 
of the Court of Session, be enforced in the same manner as a 
judgment or Order to the same effect ’’ were inserted at the 
end— 

(a) of Article 1 (xiv) of the Treaty of Peace Order, 1919, as 
amended ; 
(b) of Article 1 (xxi) of the Treaty of Peace (Austria) Order, 

1920, as amended ; 

(ec) of Article 1 (xiv) of the Treaty of Peace (Bulgaria) 

Order, 1920, as amended; and 

(d) of Article 1 (xxi) of the Treaty of Peace (Hungary) 

Order, 1921, as amended. 

2. This Order may be cited as the Treaties of Peace Orders 
(Amendment) (No. 2) Order, 1923, and shall be included amongst 
the Orders which may be cited as the Treaty of Peace Orders, 
1919 to 1923, the Treaty of Peace (Austria) Orders, 1920 to 1923, 
the Treaty of Peace (Bulgaria) Orders, 1920 to 1923, and the 
Treaty of Peace (Hungary) Orders, 1921 to 1923. 

M. P. A. Hankey. 


—_——_—_~ 


Department for the Administration of Austrian 
Property. 
TREATY OF PEACE (AUSTRIA) ORDERS, 1920-1923. 
Notice is hereby given, that the Administrator intends to 
declare a second dividend of 2s. in the £ in the above 
administration. 
Payment of this dividend will be made in accordance with the 


Rules made by me with the approval of the President of the 
Board of Trade, under Section 1 (xiv) of the above Orders. 








Actin a as 


EXECUTORS AND 
TRUSTEES 


"Tue Lonpow City Ano Mip.anp Executor 

AND Trustee Company Lp. fulfils every 

function proper to Executors or Trustees, 

and in these capacities acts for individuals, 

companies, clubs, institutions and public 
bodies, etc. 








It affords the following important advantages: 
G, Security 

@ Continuity of Administration 

@, Accessibility 

@, Expert Advice 

@, Moderate Fees 


~< > 








Particulars may be obtained from the Manager, 5 Princes Street, 

London, E.C.2, or from any office of the London Joint City and 

Midland Bank or its affiliations, the Belfast Banking Company, 
Ireland, and the Clydesdale Bank, Scotland. 


THE SHARE CAPITAL OF THE EXECUTOR AND TRUSTEE COMPANY IS 
OWNED BY AND THE BUSINESS IS CONDUCTED UNDER THE 
DIRECTION AND MANAGEMENT OF THE 


LONDON JOINT CITY AND 
MIDLAND BANK LIMITED 
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ADMINISTRATIONS, RECEIVERSHIPS, TRUSTEESHIPS, &c. 
SECURITY GRANTED BY THE 


BRITISH LAW 


INSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED, 
5, LOTHBURY, LONDON, E.C.2. 


(Branches and Agencies throughout the United Kingdom). 





All Classes of Fire & Accident Business Transacted. 
The Company specialises in Solicitors’ Indemnity and 
Fidelity Guarantee Insurance, and its Bonds are 
accepted by all Departments of H.M. Government. 

** BrirLaw, Stock,” Lonpon. 


Telephone : Lonpon WALL 9467 (4 lines). Telegrams: 

















All creditors who lodged their proofs of claim with me not 
later than the dates prescribed by the Rules of 5th February 
and 28th June, 1923, and who by the Treaty of Peace (Austria) 
Order, 1920, or any amending Order, and subject to the con- 
ditions thereof, are entitled to the benefit of the Charge thereby 
created, will be entitled to participate in the said dividend under 
the conditions contained in the above-mentioned Rules. The 
first distribution of the said dividend will be made on the 
30th September, 1923. 

An individual notice will be sent to each Creditor as and when 
he becomes entitled to participate in this dividend, showing the 
amount of such dividend to which he is entitled and when and 
how it is payable. 

Dated this 27th day of August, 1923. 


MINISTRY OF HEALTH (RATE OF 
AMENDMENT ORDER, 1923. 
DATED AuausT 14, 1923. 

1. This Order may be cited as ‘‘ The Ministry of Health (Rate 
of Interest) Amendment Order, 1923.” 

2. The rate of interest on advances made on or after the date 
of this Order under Section 1 of the Small Dwellings (Acquisition) 
Act, 1899, shall be five per cent. per annum and the provisions 
of the Ministry of Health (Rates of Interest) Order, 1921, and 
the Ministry of Health (Rates of Interest) Amendment Order 
(No. 2), 1922, relating to the rate of interest on advances under 
that Act shall be modified and have effect accordingly. 

3. The Orders specified in the Schedule hereto are hereby 
revoked, but nothing in this Order shall affect the rate of interest 
on any advance made by a local authority before the date of this 
Order. 


THE INTRBREST) 


Schedule. 
The Letchworth Urban (Rates of Interest) Order, 1923. 
The Borough of Llanelly (Rate of Interest.) Order, 1923. 
The City of Manchester (Rates of Interest) Order, 1923. 
The Borough of Bolton (Rates of Interest) Order, 1923. 


Ministry of Agticulture and Fisheries. 


RENT AND MorRTGAGE INTEREST RESTRICTIONS ACTs, 
1920 AND 1923. 

Notice is hereby given, that the Minister of Agriculture and 
Fisheries, by virtue and in exercise of the powers vested in him 
under the Rent and Mortgage Interest Restrictions Act, 1923, has 
made a Regulation under section_18 (2) of that Act fixing the 
amount of the fee to be paid on an application to a County 
Agricultural Committee for a certificate for the purpose of 
paragraph (ii) of sub-section (1) of section 5 of the Increase of 
Rent and Mortgage Interest (Restrictions) Act, 1920. 

Copies of the Regulation can be purchased, either directly 
or through any bookseller, from His Majesty’s Stationery Office, 
Imperial House, Kingsway, London, W.C.2. 

(Sgd.) F. L. C. Froup, 

Secretary. 


THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL. 
WHEN CALLED UPON TO ADVISE AS TO LEGACIES, PLEASE DO NOT 
FORGET THE CLAIMS OF THE MippLESEX HosprIrat, 

WHICH IS URGENTLY IN NEED OF Funps ror rrs Humane Work. 








New Rules. 


County Court, England. 
PROCEDURE. 
THe COMPANIES WINDING-UP FEES (AMENDMENT) ORDER, 1923. 
DATED JuLY 28, 1923, 

1. For that portion of Table A of the Scale of Fees annexed 
to the Order dated the 2nd December, 1903 (S. R. & O., 1903, 
No. 1102) as to Fees under the Companies (Winding-Up) Act, 
1890 (53 & 54 Vict., c. 63), which reads as follows :— 

‘Every application under Section 15 of the Act to the 
Board of Trade for payment of money out of the Companies 
Liquidation Account; and every application for the re-issue 
of a lapsed cheque or money order in respect of moneys standing 
to the credit of the Companies Liquidation Account :— 

& « -& 


‘* Where the amount applied for does not 
exceed £1 oe oe é ee ee 0 1 0 
‘* Where the amount applied for exceeds £1 o.2 6" 
shall be substituted the following :— 

‘Every application under Section 15 of the Companies 
(Winding-Up) Act, 1890, or Section 224 of the Companies 
(Consolidation) Act, 1908, to the Board of Trade for payment 
of money out of the Companies Liquidation Account; and 
every application for the re-issue of a lapsed cheque or money 
order in respect of mioneys standing to the credit of the Com- 
panies Liquidation Account; and every application after 
six months from the date of issue for the re-issue of a lapsed 
payable order in respect of such moneys :— 

Re. d. 





‘* Where the amount applied for does not 
exceed £1 ov “e ‘% ns ‘ se 3-6 
‘* Where the amount applied for exceeds £1 - - GF 
2. This Order may be cited as the Companies Winding-Up 
Fees (Amendment) Order, 1923, and shall come into operation 
on the Ist day of September, 1923. 
(SUPREME CourRT) FEES ORDER, 19: 
DATED JULY 28, 1923. 

1. The fees and percentages to be taken in the High Court of 
Justice and the Court of Appeal in respect of proceedings under 
the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908 (other than winding-up 
proceedings) shall be the fees contained in Schedule I to this 
Order, and, where the proceeding is one for which no fee is 
prescribed in the said Schedule, the fees and percentages pre- 
scribed by the Supreme Court Fees Order, 1922 (S.R. & O., 1921, 
No. 1933) or any Order amending it. 

2. The fees and percentages to be taken in the High Court and 
the Court of Appeal in respect of proceedings in the winding-up 
of Companies shall be— 

(i) the fees contained in Schedule II to this Order ; and 

(ii) the fees contained in Schedule I to this Order, where the 
proceeding described therein is taken with respect to a Company 
which jis being wound up; and 

(iii) where the omnes is one for which no fee is prescribed 
in the said Schedules, the fees and percentages prescribed by 
the Supreme Court Fees Order, 1922, or any Order amending it. 

3. (1) The fees prescribed by this Order shall be taken in 
stamps. 

(2) With regard to the fees contained in the Schedules to this 
Order, the stamps may be either impressed or adhesive and the 
document to be stamped shall be as indicated in those Schedules. 
With regard to the other fees prescribed by this Order, the 
document to be stamped and the character of the stamp shall be 
as indicated in the Supreme Court Fees Order, 1922, or any Order 
amending it. 

(3) With regard to the fees on proceedings in the winding-up 
of Companies prescribed by this Order, the adhesive stamps 
shall be stamps over-printed with the words ‘“‘ Companies Winding 
Up” and the impressed stamp shall be such character as the 
Commissioners of Inland Revenue may adopt for the purpose. 

With regard to the other fees prescribed by this Order, the 
stamps shall be Judicature Fee Stamps, whether adhesive or 
impressed. ; 

(4) Adhesive stamps shall be cancelled by the proper officer In 
manner following, that is to say, evey such stamp shall be 
defaced in indelible ink with a hand stamp bearing the word 
‘** Cancelled ” and the date of cancelling. 

4. The following Order and Rules prescribing fees shall be 
annulled :-— 

Order of the Lord Chancellor and the Judges of the High 

Court dated 31st July, 1908 (S.R. & O., 1908, No. 813). 

Rule 19 of the Companies (Winding-up) Rules, 1909 

(S.R. & O., 1909, No. 323) so far as this Rule prescribes fees. 

Rule 21 of Order LIIIs of the Rules of the Supreme Court 
1883. 
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5. In this Order, unless the context otherwise requires, a 
section referred to by number means the section so numbered 
in the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, and a Rule referred 
to by_ number means the Rule so numbered in the Companies 
(Winding-up) Rules, 1909. 

6. This Order may be cited as the Companies (Supreme Court) 
Fees Order, 1923, and shall come into operation on the Ist day 
of September, 1923, 


Schedule I. 





| | 
| Second | 
| Column. | 

| 


| Document to 
be stamped. 


Third 


First Column. , 
Column, 





Item. Fee. 





1. On presenting a petition :— 

(a) under section 9 to confirm an 
alteration in a memorandum ; 

(b) under section 264 to confirm the 
substitution of a memorandum 
and articles for a deed of settle- 
ment ; 

(ce) under section 45 to sanction a 
reorganisation of capital ; 

(d) under section 47 to confirm a 
reduction of capital; or 

(e) under section 120 to sanction a 
ce mmpromise or scheme of arra nge- 
ment ee oe oe 
This fee includes any fee on answer- 

ing a petition or setting down for 

hearing. Where a petition is pre- 
sented under more than one of these 
sections, only one fee of £5 shall be 
charged on the petition. 
2. On presenting a petition under 
section 242 to restore a name to the 
register of companies ee “ 
3, On an application under section 96 
for extension of time for registration 
or for rectification of register of | 
mortgages .. oe ee oe | 


The petition. 


The petition, 


The 
motion 
Summons, 


notice of 
or 


£2. 


1. On a certificate as to debts under 


section 9 or section 49 - £5. The certificate. 








Schedule II. 





Document to 


Item. be stamped. 








5. On presenting a petition for the | 
winding-up of a company by or 
under the supervision of the court 

This fee includes «ny fee on answer- 
ing a petition or setting down for hear- 
ting. No feeis payableon a winding- 
up order or an order continuing a 
voluntary liquidation subject to the 
supervision of the court. 

. Onan order appointing a shorthand- 
writer oe ee oe a6 
. Onan inspection of a file of proceed- 
ing under Rule 19 by a person not 
entitled to inspect free of charge .. 


| The petition. 


| 


| 
4 
| 


* 
ad 


The order. 


The 
tion. 


applica- 


- Ona proof of debt above £2 (other 
than a proof for workmen’s wages 
under Rule 102) .. eo es 
9.—i. For an office copy— 

; For each folio of 72 words .. 
ii. For examining a copy supplied 
by a party and marking it as 

an office copy— 
For each folio of 72 words. . 


The proof. 


| 
| 


The examined 
copy. 


| 
| The copy. 








THE BANKRUPTCY FEES ORDER, 1923. DatTED July 28, 1923, 

1. Table A of the Scale of Fees and Percentages prescribed by 
the Order of the Lord Chancellor dated the 19th day of April, 
1920, as to Bankruptcy Fees (S.R. & O., 1920, No. 625) shall be 
annulled and the Table in the Schedule to this Order shall be 
substituted therefor. 

2. The wordsinthe said Order of the 19th day of April, 1920, 
‘and that the charge to be made by the London Gazette for the 
insertion of each notice authorised by the Act or Rules shall be 
five shillings ’’ shall be annulled, and the fee numbered 35 in the 
Schedule to this Order shall be substituted therefor. 

3. Inthis Order, unless the context otherwise requires, the Act 
means the Bankruptcy Act, 1914, andarule referred to by number 
means the rule so numbered in the Bankruptcy Rules, 1915 
(S.R. & O., 1914, No. 1824). 

4. This Order may be cited as the Bankruptcy Fees Order, 
1923, and shall come into operation on the Ist day of September, 
1923, and the said Order dated the 19th day of April, 1920 (which 
may be cited as the Bankruptcy Fees Order, 1920), shall have 
effect as amended by this Order. 

[Here follows a Schedule, three pages long, setting out in detail 
the above-named fees. ] 


At the Guildhall recently, before Alderman Sir Harold de 
Courcy Moore, Gilbert Patrick Ivins, a sorter of the Eastern 
Central District Post Office, was summoned for stealing from 
a postal packet four £5 Bank of England notes. Mr. Ricketts, 
who defended, said his client was prepared to plead “ Guilty ” 
to stealing by finding. Mr. Bateman, who prosecuted on behalf 
of the Postmaster-General, stated that the notes in question 
were stolen from a registered letter with four others. The 
accused stated when questioned that he had found the notes in a 
wallet in Newgate-street. He admitted that he knew he had no 
right to “stick to them.” Mr. Ricketts submitted that 
‘ stealing by finding ’’ was the mildest form of theft, and urged 
that the defendant—whose story was true—was tempted by the 
fact that he was about to start his holiday. Sir Harold remarked 
that the employees of the Post Office consisted of a very large 
army of men and women, the majority of whom did their work 
honestly and well. The defendant, however, after twenty-six 
years’ service, had, according to his own story, acted in a way 
that he knew was dishonest, and he would go to prison for two 
months in the second division. 








ORDER NOW. 


The Rent Restriction Acts 


1920 AND 1923. 
WITH RULES THEREUNDER, TOGETHER WITH 
CASES in the ENGLISH SCOTTISH and IRISH COURTS. 
By GILBERT STONE 


Of Lincoln's Inn and the North-Eastern Circuit ; sometime Scholar of Caius Colleges 
Tancred Student of Lincoln's Inn; Certificate of Honour C.L.E., 
Author *‘Stone’s Insurance Cases.’ Editor Sixth Edition of 
“* Porter on Insurance,” etc., etc. 
CONTENTS IN BRIEF: 
Index of Cases—Application of the Acts—Restrictions on Rent Increases— 
-Restrictions of Right to Possession—Restrictions 
-Premiums and Key 
-Texts—Increase of 
1920 (as amended)— 





Cambridge ; 
B.A., LL.B. 


Permitted Increases 
on Right to Levy Distress—The Statutory Tentnt 
Money—Furnished Houses—Mortgage Restrictions 
Rent and Mortgage Interest (Restrictions) Act, 

Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest Restrictions (Continuance) Act, 
1923—Rent Restrictions (Notices of Increase) Act, 1923—Increase of 
Rent and Mortgage Interest (Restrictions) Act, 1923—Increase of Rent 


and Mortgage Interest (Restrictions) Rules. 
Approximately 240 pp. Price 9s. 6d. net. 








CROWN 8vo. 


Fletcher Moulton’s 
Abridgement for 1924 


A DIGEST OF THE YEAR’S CHANGES IN THE LAW. 
EDITED BY THE HON. 
H. FLETCHER MOULTON, M.C., 
Barrister-at-Law. 

This work, which it is intended to publish annually, is a complete digest 
of the actual changes which have taken place in the past year in law and 
practice, whether due to legislation, decisions or statutory rules and orders, 
rhe practical effect is to abridge some five or six million words to form one 
volume of a size suitable for purposes of day to day reference. - 

The book is self indexing, thus enabling the reader to obtain immediate 
information on any point. 
Demy 8vo. 


ERNEST BENN LIMITED, 8, Bouverie St., E.C.4, 











Price 12s. 6d. net. 
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Stock Exchange Prices of certain 


Trustee Securities. 


Next London Stock Exchange Settlement, 
Thursday, 19th September. 


Bank Rate 4%. 





MIDDLE 





nice, | INTEREST 
sth § -. | =. 
English Government Securities. 2s. a. 
Consols 24% rr ee ° 584 45 6 
War Loan 5% 1929-47 102 418 0 
War Loan 44% 1925-45... ae 974 412 6 
War Loan 4% (Tax free) 1929-42 .. 1024 318 0 
War Loan 33% Ist March 1928 95} 313 0 
Funding 4% Loan 1960-90 es oe 924 4 6 6 
Victory 4% Bonds (available at par for 
Estate Duty) ee ee ee ° 93} 4 6 0 
Conversion 34% Loan 1961 or after 797, | 4 8 O 
Local Loans 3% 1912 or after o« 684 4 8 0 
India 54% 15th January 1932 1023 56 7 0 
India 44% 1950-55 .. ee - we 904 5 0 0 
India 34% .. oe ee ee ea 70 5 0 0 
India 3% ee ee ee oe se 60 5 0 
Colonial Securities. 
British E. Africa 6% 1946-56 ee os 110 5 9 0 
Jamaica 44% 1941-71 ee oe oe 97 413 0 
New South Wales 5% 1932-42 a ee 1004 5 0 0 
New South Wales 44% 1935-45 .. ee 934 416 6 
Queensland 44% 1920-25 .. 6% oe 97 413 0 
S. Australia 34% 1926-36 .. es ee 844 43 0 
Victoria 5% 1932-42 oe ee os 100xd. 5 0 O 
New Zealand 4% 1929 oe es os 944 44 6 
Canada 3% 1938 es ee es ee 794 315 0 
Cape of Good Hope 34% 1929-49 .. ee 81 4 6 6 
Corporation Stocks. 
Ldn. Cty. 24% Con. Stk. after 1920 at 
option of Corpn. .. oe oe es 56 | 4 9 0 
Ldn. Cty. 3% Con. Stk. after 1920 at 
option of Corpn. .. oe ee es 68 4 8 0 
Birmingham 3% on or after 1947 at option 
of Corpn. .. ee oe oe oe 66 411 0 
Bristol 34% 1925-65 i “a vn 78 410 0 
Cardiff 34% 1935 .. ov wa oe 874 40 0 
Glasgow 24% 1925-40 es es es 74 3 8 0 
Liverpool 34% on or after 1942 at option 
of Corpn. ee os oe ee 78xd.; 410 0 
Manchester 3% on or after 1941 .. o6 65 412 0 
Newcastle 34% irredeemable oe oe 75 413 0 
Nottingham 3% irredeemable oe os 67 410 0 
Plymouth 3% 1920-60 ‘ ee ee 684 4 8 0 
Middlesex C.C. 34% 1927-47 ee o- 793 48 0 


English Railway Prior Charges. 
Gt. Western Rly. 4% Debenture .. oe 85} 
Gt. Western Rly. 5% Rent Charge ee 106 
Gt. Western Rly. 5% Preference .. e% 104 


te =~] co 
cooo 


41 

41 

41 
L. North Eastern Rly. 4% Debenture .. 85 41 
L. North Eastern Rly. 4% Guaranteed .. 84 415 0 
L. North Eastern Rly. 4% 1st Preference 834 416 0 
L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4% Debenture oe 86 413 0 
L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4% Guaranteed ee 833 415 6 
L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4% Preference we 834 416 0 
Southern Railway 4% Debenture ee 847 414 6 
Southern Railway 5% Guaranteed 10343 416 6 
Southern Railway 5% Preference oe 1024, 417 6 


At Bow-street Police Court recently, before Mr. Leycester, 
William Henry Keith Etherington, twenty-three, of Falcon-street, 
Plaistow, was remanded in custody charged with stealing two 
letters containing marked Treasury notes, a postal order, and 
some stamps from the Bedford-street (Strand) Post Office, where 
he was employed as a counter-handandtelegraphist. Detective- 
Sergeant Hicks gave evidence of receiving the defendant in 
custody at the General Post Office. It was alleged that the 
defendant had made certain admissions, and that the contents 
of the two letters were found in his possession. The defendant 
said that he disputed the case “ on one point,” 











Societies. 


The Law Society. 


PROGRAMME OF THE 41st PROVINCIAL MEETING OF 
THE LAW SOCIETY AT PLYMOUTH, on Ist, 2ND, 3rpD 
AND 4TH OCTOBER, 1923. 

Monday, Ist October.—The Right Worshipful the Mayor of 
Plymouth (Solomon Stephens, Esq., C.C.) and the Mayoress will 
receive the President, Council and Members of the Society and 
the Ladies accompanying them in the Guildhall. 

Tuesday, 2nd October.—10.30 a.m. to 1.30 p.m.—Members 
will meet in the Assembly Rooms, the Royal Hotel, when the 
Mayor of Plymouth will preside and having welcomed the members 
will vacate the chair. The President of the Law Society (R. W. 
Dibdin, Esq.) will then deliver his inaugural address, which will 
be followed by the reading and discussion of papers. 2.30 to 
4.30 p.m.—Reading and discussion of papers resumed. 7 p.m. 
—Banquet at the Guildhall. The chair will be taken by J. A. 
Pearce, Esq., President of the Incorporated Law Society of 
Plymouth. 

Wednesday, 3rd October.—10.15 a.m.—The Annual General 
Meeting of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association at Assembly 
Rooms. 10.45 to 1 p.m.—Reading and discussion of papers 
resumed. Close of the business of the meeting. 2 p.m.— 
Assemble in the Guildhall Square for the following alternative 
excursions: (1) Visit Royal Naval Barracks and Gunnery 
School, Devonport; or (2) Visit the Torpedo School Ship, 
H.M.S. “ Defiance,’’ stationed at Devonport; or (3) (for those 
who would find (1) or (2) too long walking and standing) visit 
to Mount Edgcumbe Park. In connection with each of the 
foregoing, tea will be served at The Orangery, at Mount Edgcumbe 
(by kind permission of the Earl of Mount Edgcumbe). 8 p.m.— 
Reception by J. A. Pearce, Esq. (President of the Plymouth Law 
Society) and Mrs. Pearce, at the Municipal Art Gallery and 
Museum. 

Thursday, 4th October.—9 a.m.—Members will assemble in the 
Guildhall Square for the following alternative excursions :— 
(1) (a) By motor over Dartmoor, via Princetown and Moreton- 
hampstead to Exeter, when the visitors will be entertained to 
luncheon by the President and members of the Devon and 
Exeter Law Association, and will be shown the principal places 
of interest in the city. Return via Ashburton, when a halt will 
be made for tea; or (6) To Exeter and back by train; (2) or by 
motor across the Tamar into Cornwall to Tintagel (for King 
Arthur’s Castle), where visitors will be entertained to luncheon 
by the President and members of the Cornwall Law Society. 
Return via Launceston, where a halt will be made for tea and 
opportunity given to see the old castle ruins, and Tavistock ; 
(3) or by motor via Totnes to Torquay, when visitors will be 
entertained to luncheon by the Mayor of Torquay (G. Iredale, 
Esq., C.C.). Return via Paignton and Dartmouth, when a halt 
will be made for tea. (Only a limited number will be able to 
take this trip). 7.30 p.m.—Theatre Royal, Plymouth, seats 
will be provided for those desirous of seeing the Musical Comedy 
of ‘‘ The-Cousin from Nowhere,” or ‘‘ The Palace’’ Theatre of 
Varieties. 








Legal News. 


Dissolution. 


OWEN MorGAN, FRANCIS MARRINER HORNER, JOHN RATCLIFFE 
SAMPSON, ARTHUR WrIGHT and HENRY STANLEY WooD 
(Morgan, Wright, Horner, Sampson, and Wood), Solicitors, 
49, Bank-street, in the City of Bradford, and Market-square, 
Shipley, by mutual consent. All debts due and owing to or by 
the said late firm will be received or paid by the said Owen 
Morgan, John Ratcliffe Sampson, Arthur Wright and Henry 
Stanley Wood, who will carry on business in the future at 49 
Bank-street, in the City of Bradford, and Market-square, Shipley, 
aforesaid, under the style or firm of Morgan, Wright, Sampson 
and Wood. The said Francis Marriner Horner will carry on 
business as from the Ist September, 1923, temporarily at 49 
Bank-street, in the City of Bradford. 





The offices connected with Lambeth County Court have been 
totally closed for a fortnight this vacation. This isthe first time im 
the fifty-seven years’ existence of the court that it has been shut 
for such a long period. The Lord Chancellor some time ago 
suggested that where practicable the county court officers should all 
take their holidays at the same time, and Lambeth County Court 
is the only court in London where this bas been put into operation. 
The remaining Metropolitan County Courts will remain open, 
the arrangements for the staff holiday having been made as In 
previous years, 
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Winding-up Notices. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY, 


CREDITORS MUST SEND IN THEIR CLAIMS TO THE 
LIQUIDATOR AS NAMED ON OR BEFORE 
THE DATE MENTIONED. 


TUESDAY, August 28. 
Oct. 13. Henry Whittaker, 


London Gazette. 


RICHARD THOMPSON & Co. LrD. 
25, Acresfield, Bolton. 

LinpsaY’s (WooD-stREET) Lrp. 
448, Strand. 

HAGOP SHAHINIAN & Co. LtD. 
4B, Frederick’s-place, E.C. 
GENERAL FINANCE CORPORATION 

James, 4, Walbrook. 

THE BOURNEHILLS & WITHYMOOR COLLIERIES & FIRE 
CLA¥,Co. Ltp. Oct.1. Thomas E. Gardner, 2, Darley-st., 
Bradford. 

PARKSIDE MoTOR ENGINEERING Co. 

E. Slack, 44, Bedford-row, W.C. 
GorDON & Co. Lrp. Oct. 1. 

155, Fenchurch-st. 

M. & H. Kionaripis Lrp. Oct. 17. Leonard Bevan, of 
Messrs. Kennedy Smellie & Harrison, 4, Lloyd’s-avenue. 


London Gazette.—F Ripay, August 31. 


T. W. Morris Ltp. Oct.31. Harry Hackett, 448, Strand. 

J. ARCHER, JUN., Ltp. Oct. 15. Thomas Leech, Richmond- 
chambers, Richmond-terrace, Blackburn. 

THe EASTERN COUNTIES MoToR TRANSPORT Co. LTD., 
Sept. 10. Austin Garratt, Suffolk-chambrs., Lowestoft. 
E. Hott Lrp. Oct. 3. H. H. Blackburn, 24, Bank-st., 
Bradford. 

THe ETHEL 


Oct. 31. Harry Hackett, 


Sept. 30. John I. Spens, 


Lrp. Sept. 18. Joho 


Lrp. Oct. 6. Percy 


R. Edward J. Jones, 


Austin Garratt 


Mayzgrove. 
Sept. 7. I. 


Oct. 8. 


FrsHina Co. Lrp. 
Suffolk-chambrs., Lowestoft. 
BUXTON NURSERIES Lrp. Sept. 13, 
THE FosTER MANUFACTURING Co. 
Ensor, 30, Museum-st., Ipswich. 


Ww. 


Lrp. L. 





Resolutions for Winding-up 
Voluntarily. 


London Gazette. —TUESDAY, August 28. 
Meadows & Co. Ltd. George Hotel Estate Co. Ltd 
Davy James Ltd. John Reesby Ltd. 
Coal Products Ltd. Indian Hardwoods Ltd. 
John Varley & Co. Ltd. Eaton & Jones (Liverpool) 
Pontypool Club Co. Ltd. Ltd. 
Spicers Glovers Ltd. Cecil Gillman Ltd. 
The General Tolls Co. Ltd. Vitrex Ltd. 
Nurdin & Peacock Ltd. Lindsay's (Wood-street) Ltd. 





Bankruptcy Notices. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 
London Gazette. —TUESDAY, August 28. 

ApaMs, GoRDON E., East Sheen, Inventor and Engineer. 
Wandsworth. Pet. July 26. Ord. Aug. 23. 

ANDERSON, HENRY 8., Acton. Brentford. 
Ord. Aug. 24 

Bakves, GEORGE W., 
Confectioner. Ashton-under-Lyne. 
Aug. 24 

BENTLEY 
Pet. 


Pet. Aug. 24. 
Wholesale 


Ashton-under-Lyne, 
24. Ord. 


Pet. Aug. 

Murrett J., Deptford, Newsagent. Greenwich. 

Aug. 2 Ord. ‘Aug. 24. 

Birp, po a Podehole, Lincs., 
Pet. Aug. 23. Ord. Aug. 23. 
BONNETT, WILLIAM C., Junr., Cambridge, 
Cambridge. Pet. Aug. 22. Ord. Aug. 22. 

Cawrz, JOHN R., Hythe, Grocer. Southampton. 
Aug. 23, Ord. Aug. 23. 

CLARKE, Tuomas, Padk — Builder. 
Aug. 23. Ord. Aug. 

COHEN, MORRIS, Hove ‘ Shipper. 
Ord. Aug. 24. 


Baker. Peterborough. 
Builder. 
Pet 
High Court. Pet. 


High Court. Pet. Aug. 3. 


| METCALF, 


AMBLER, 


CHARLES W., York, General Dealer. York. Pet. 
23. Ord. Aug. 23. 
DAVIES, WILLIAM H., Liane ally, 
Pet. Aug. 23. Ord. Aug. 23. 
DAVIS, ALFRED W. H., New Southgate, 
Pet. Aug. 10. Ord. Aug. 22. 
| DEARDEN, JOSEPH, Bardsley, Lancs., 
Lyne. Pet. Aug . Ord. Aug. 24 
FALCON, GEORGE Birkenhead, 
Pet. Aug. 24. Ord. Aug. 24 
FENTON, GEORGE S., [pswic h, ' icensed Victualler 
Pet. Aug. 21. Ord. Aug. 21. 
GRAHAM, CLAUDE, Alde tn Manufacturer's 
High Court. Pet. July 23. Ord. Aug. 22 
GROGAN, JAMES M. C., Altrincham, Provision 
Manchester. Pet. Aug. 23. Ord. Aug. 23. 
HELLER, NORMAN J., Bow-rd., Agent. High Court. 
Aug Ord. Aug. 23. 
HYMAN, MAURICE, Felt-st., E.C 
High Court. Pet. July 27. Ord. 
ISAACS, MARK, Newington Butts, — 
High Court. Pet. July 24. Ord. Aug. 22 
JARRETT, ALBERT E., Leighton Buzzard, Motor 
Luton. Pet. Aug. 24. 


Ord. Aug. 24. 
JOHNSON, JOHN J., Wormelow, Hereford, Timber Merchant 
Hereford. Pet 


. Aug. ? Ord. Aug. 25. 
JOSEPH, STEPHEN, Montgomery, Farmer. 
Aug. 23. Ord. Aug. 23. 
LEE, FREDERIK K, Gorleston, 
Pet. Aug. 23. Ord. Aug. 23. 
L’HOLLIER, LIONEL J., Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Basket 
Manufacturer. Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Pet. Aug. 23. 
Ord. Aug. 23 


-. 
LOADER, ~""* Bis hensiaie 
Pet. Aug. 23. Ord. 
MANSOUR, ALBE RT, 
Manchester. Pet. Aug. 25. Ord. 
MARVIN, FREDERICK, and Down, 
Leicester, Boot Manufacturers. 
Ord. Aug. 24. 
CHARLES F. M., 
Halifax. Pet. Aug. 23. 23. 
MORKUNAS, MATTHEW, St. Paul's, Bristol, 
Bristol. Pet. Aug. 24. Ord. Aug. 24. 
PEMBERTON, HuGH S8., Wolverhampton, 
Wolverhampton. Pet. Aug. 25. Ord. 
PINCHIN, LEONARD G., Bradford, Grocer. 
Aug. 11. Ord. Aug. 24. 
| Prrest, SIDNEY G., Sutherland-avenue. 
Pet. July 23. Ord. Aug. 23. 
QuaTrrucdc, G., Dean-st., 
| Court. Pet. July 18. Ord. Aug. 23. 
| —, Geor@e L., Bovey Tracey, Devon, 
Pet. Aug. 22. Ord. Aug. 22. 
norman, “Mary L., Eckington, 
Pet. Aug. 22. Ord. Aug. 22. 
SCHWERSEE, STANLEY G , Maida Vale. 
July 24, Ord. Aug. 23. 
TURNER, JOSEPH, Bloxwich, 
Pet. Aug. 23. Ord. Aug. 23. 
Wess, Lancge“or B., Trowbridge. 
Ord. Aug. 23. 
WEINSTEIN, HYMAN, 
Court. Pet. July 27. 
| WHARTON, HENRY R., Mirficid, 
Pet. Aug. 23. Ord. Aug. 23. 
WuiTE, DAVID, Hanwell, Chemist. 
Ord. Aug. 24. 


CooK, 
Aug. 
Boot Dealer. Carmarthen. 


Builder. Ipswich. 


Joiner. Ashton-under- 


Painte1 Birkenhead. 


Ipswich. 

Agent. 

Dealer. 
Pet 


Soft Goods Merchant. 
Aug 
Manufacturer. 


Engineer. 


Newtown. Pet. 


Grocer. Great Yarmouth. 


Coal Merchant. Winchester. 
Aug. 23. 

We st Didsbury, Ship ping Merchant. 
Aug. 25. 

ERNEST, 


Leicester. 


Karl 
Pet. 


Shilton, 
Aug. 24. 


Halifax, Electrical Engineer. 
Ord. Aug. 23 
Cabinet Maker 


Mets ul 
Aug. 25. 
Bradford. 


Broker, 
Pet. 


High Court. 


Provision Importer. High 


Haulier Exeter, 


Derby. Chesterfield, 


High Court. Pet. 


Cabinet Maker. Walsall. 


Bath. Pet. Aug. 1. 


Whitecross-st., E.C., Clothier. High 
Ord. Aug. 23. 
Architect. Dewsbury. 


Brentford. Pet. Aug. 24, 
August 31. 


Make 


FRIDAY, 
Cabinet 


London Gazetle.— 


FREDERICK, Halifax, 
Aug. 13. Ord. Aug. 28 
ISABELLA, Salisbury, Wilts, Boarding-hous« 
High Court. Pet. July 24. Ord. Aug. 24. 
BLAKEY, FREDERICK W., and MCCLUNIE, 
Great Grimsby, Boilermakers. Great 
Aug. 16. Ord: Aug. 29. 
Burrows, Mr. 38., Lower 
Merchant. Dudley. Pet. 
CARTER, REGINALD F. G., Folkestone, Brewer's Sales 
Manager. Canterbury. Pet. Aug. 29. Ord. Aug. 29. 
COLE, HUBERT W., Newport Pagnell,Builder. Northampton. 
Pet. Aug. 24. Ord. Aug. 27. 
Cox, ArtuuR H., Burton-on-Trent, 
Burton-on-Trent. Pet. Aug. 29. Ord. 
Cox, GEORGE & SON, Leicester, Roundabout 
| Leicester. Pet. June 21. Ord. Aug. 


Halifax. 
Pet. 
BEeARE, Keeper 
M., 
Pet. 


Paper 


WILLIAM 
Grimsby. 


Dudley, 


Aug. 23. 


Gornal, near 
July 25. Ord 


Brewery Labourer. 
Aug. 29 
Proprictors 


| LAYB, 


EVANS, RICHARD, Knottingley, Motor Char-a-banc Pro- 
prietor. Wakefield. Pet. Aug. 28. Ord. Ang. 28. 
GIDLEY, JOHN, Musbury, near Axminster. LExcter. 

Aug. 27. Ord. Aug. 27. 
GRAHAME, WILFRED R., Stapleton, 
Dealer. Wakefield, Pet. Aug. 28. 
HARRIS, FRANK R., Dean Farrar-st. 
May 14. Ord. Aug. 29. 
HIGGINS, ELGAR J., Bonnington, 
Pet. Aug. 29. Ord. Aug. 29. 
HILLMAN, E., Cheapside, Mantle and Costume 
High Court. Pet. July 27. Ord. Aug. 29 
JUTSUM, ROBERT, Pawlett, Somer Farmer. 
Pet. Aug. 29. Ord. Aug. 29. 
KLEMM, W. E., Liverpool, Produce 
Pet. Aug. 9. Ord. Aug. : 
PETER A. W., Market-mews, 
Pet. Jan. 18. Ord. Aug. 29 
MASON, FRANK, Cullum-st., General Produce 
Court. Pet. July 20. Ord. Aug. 29. 
MAUDE, GEORGE W., Stockton-on-Tees, Sundriesman 
Stockton-on-Tees. Pet. Aug. 28. Ord. Aug. 28. 
MORGAN, THOMAS C., Lampeter. Carmarthen. Pet 
Ord. Aug. 29. 
MOUSLEY, WILLIAM R., Park-lane, 
Pet. June 4. Ord, Aug. 29. 
NEWHAM, CHARLES T., Great 
Great Grimsby. Pet. Aug. 17. 

ROPER, ARTHUR W., Wing, Bucks., 
Pet. Aug. 29. Ord. Aug. 29 

STOCKEN, CYRIL W., and FINK, 
Pet. Aug. 27. Ord. Aug. 

STUCIIBERY, ETHEL M., 
Lincoln. Pet. Aug. 27. Ord. Aug 

TURNER, HENRY ©., TURNER, ANNIE, 
Brighouse, Worsted Manufacturers. 
Aug. 29. Ord. Aug. 29. 

TUVEY, CHARLES E., York, Dairynan. 
Ord. Aug. 27 

WEAVER, OSMUND, Kinnerton, 
Pet. Aug. 28. Ord. Aug. 28. 


Pet. 


Darrington, General 


Ord. Aug. 28. 


High Court. Pet. 


Kent, Farmer. Canterbury. 


Manufacturer. 


Bridgwater. 


set, 


Merchant. Liverpool. 


27. 


Mayfair. High Court. 


Broker. High 


July 23. 


Financier, High Court. 


Grimsby, Fish Merchant. 


Ord. Aug, 28. 


Coal Merchant. Luton. 


CONWAY, Bristol. Bristol. 


27. 


Horncastle, Furniture Retailer 
>> 2 
27 


and TURNER, EMILY, 
Huddersfield. Pet. 


Pet. Aug. 27. 


York. 


Radnor, Builder. Leominster, 





DRAFT FORMS OF 
MEMORANDUM AND 
ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION 


By CECIL W. TURNER, Dsq., Barrister-at-Law. 


The forms are printed as drafts on one side of sheets of 
Foolscap, and are in accordance with the COMPANIES Acts, 
1908-1917, and with the latest decisions of the Courts. They 
have been used for many years by Counsel and Solicitors, 
and the regulations of thousands of existing Companies 


are based upon them. 
s.d. 


each 3 4 


—For a Private Company. Twentieth 
Edition. 42 pages ee 
-For a Public Company. Thirteenth 
Edition. 44 pages .. 6 
No. 3c.—For a Company not for profit, and 
limited by guarantee. Fourth Edition 
26 pages at 
Fora Private Company (adopting Table 
A with modifications). Twentieth 
Edition. 16 pages .. ee oe 
For @ Public Company (adopting 
Table A with modifications). Fifth 
Edition. 15 pages 
(The type of these Drafts is kept standing. ) 


THE SOLICITORS’ 
LAW STATIONERY SOCIETY, LTD. 


22, CHANCERY LANK,W.C.2. 49, BepForD Row, W.C.1. 
27 & 28, WALBROOK, E.C.4. 45, TOTHILL Street, 8.W.1. 
15. HANOVER STREET, W.1. 


No. 3. 


No. 3a. 


No. 3d. 


No. 3d*.- 











LICENSE | 
INSURANCE. 


FOR FURTHER 
INFORMATION WRITE: 











THE LICENSES AND 
INSURANCE CO., LTD., 


Fire, Diseters. Loss of Profit, Employers’ 
conducting Fidelity, Glass, Motor, Public Liability, etc. 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING 
Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases and Mortgages of Licensed Property settled by 
Counsel will be sent on application 


24, 26 & 28, MOORGATE, E.C.2. 


GENERAL 


| 


MATTERS. 
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HOSPITALS AND CHARITABLE INSTITUTIONS. 
BRITISH HOME | Foundling Hospital| UZGACIES. 


AND HOSPITAL FOR THE ORPHAN WORKING SCHOOL AND 
ALEXANDRA ORPHANAGE, 


| N Cc U RAB LES. 4 . OF MAITLAND Park, Haverstock Hit, N.W.3, 


which maintains over 300 Orphan Children 
Crown-lane, Streatham, London, S.W.16. (2% from ail parts of the country. 

ke oy ! President : H.R.H. The Prince of Wales, K.G. 
Ro ee Ronan Pa Lord Marshall, P.C., K.C.V.0. 
" ull particulars and Form of Bequest from the Secretary : 
Founded for the Relief f Mr. Fred. J. Robinson, A.C.1.S., 73, Cheapside, EC? 














of Sufferers of the 
MIDDLE CLASSES, . AJ Be INDUSTRIAL TRAINING FOR 
_ : : =>. ? BLIND AND CRIPPLED GIRLS 





LEGACIES, Se 2S ae hay 4 
SUBSCRIPTIONS, and = BOI Ne lea, JOHN GROOM’S CRIPPLEAGE AND 
DONATIONS FLOWER GIRLS’ MISSION 


sh, eantt oak «tmniiy eis Registered under the Blind Persons Act 1920). Incorporated. 
he 2 . e y a ° = Formerly known as Watercress and Flower Girls’ Christian Mission 

Patroness— HER AJESTY UEEN LEXANDBA. Supt. and Sec., ALFRED G. GROOM 

Patroe—His Royal Hicuness THe PRINce 23,732 UNWANTED CHILDREN The Crippleage, Sektorde-street, London, E.C. 
oy WALES. i Treas., ERNEST J. LOVELL, Bankers, B 
have been Maintained, Educated, and made reas., 8 » Esq. inkers, BAROLAY & Co, 
Prestdent—His Grace The Duke oF PorTLAND, K.Q. into Useful Citizens. Afflicted Girls are received from all parts of the Kingdom 
Secretary—EDGAB PENMAN without payment or votes, and are trained to become 
“ . - 5 ° ‘ Help by Donation or Legacy earnestly solicited. self-supporting. 
Ovmozs—72, CHEAPSIDE, LONDON, £.0.2. R. H. NICHOLS, Secretary, FOUNDLING Subscriptions, Donations py ~ Bequests are 
Bankers—BaROLAys BANK LIMITED. HOSPITAL, GUILFORD STREET, W.C, earnestly appealed for. 


The Royal Merchant L E G A C | ES " piuiiaeai 


DONATION OR 


Seamen’s Orphanage, The Salvation Army requires £500,000 a year for LEGACY. 


the maintenance of its 10,000 centres of work, 
BEAR WOOD, WOKINGHAM. each one of which is in daily operation, and for 
‘ necessary extensions. 
(Formerly of Snaresbrook.) 
FOUNDED 1827 Funds are thus urgently needed to enable General 
m : Booth to carry on the Army’s great work among 
_ PATRON! the Outcasts. 
His Majesty THE KING Gifte may be earmarked for any special branch, such Institution for 
_, TREASURER! asthe General Evangelical Work of the Salvation Stray Dogs and Cats. 
Lord INCHCAPE, G.CS.1., GC.M.G., &e. Army, or for its Social Work amongst the poor, —- 
CHAIRMAN ! Rescue and Child Welfare Work, Homes for Boys Secretary; @, GUY 8. ROWLEY. 
Sir THOMAS L. DEVITT, Bart. and Girls in difficult circumstances, Missionary 
Three thousand seven hundred and twenty-six orphan Werk, Work amongst Lepets, Medical and Béuce- 
Wve env y-8t i Last, , t . 
children of captains, officers and men of the Mercantile Ce WS Se Se ee MORAVIAN MISSIONS. 
Marine have been brought up in these Schools, and three r ALI 
hundred and eighteen ons at Sosseat in reaidence, Including LEGACIES ARE SPECI Y REQUESTED. For a = othe ae my pee have 
nearly one hundred whose fathers lost their lives by carried the Gospel to the darkest places of the earth. 
F . rte d A 1 Balance 
enemy submarines and mines. leoey Lh. - A, published, sent Their self-denying, pioneering, Protestant labours have 
Upwards of six hundred men commanding and officering pony Mine been, and are being, greatly blessed among the heathen. 
Merchant Vessels that atood between the nation and famine PP ° . it dks 
during the war received their training in this National Cheques should be crossed “ Bank of Engiand, Law An increased annual income of £2,500 needed for re- 
Institution. Courts Branch,” and sent to Genera! Booth. occupation of Mission Stations in E.C. Africa. 


Contributions will be thankfully received by 
F. W. RAWLINSON, LEGACIES AND CONTRIBUTIONS 
Secretary. much needed and earnestly solicited. Address, The 
j London Association in aid of 














| Offices: Dixon House, Lioyd’s-avenus, Rev. EDGAR SWAINSON, : 
0.3. Queen Victoria Street, Londot, E.C.4. Moravian Missions, 7, New Court, Lincoln’s Inn, W.C.2. 





London, E.0 











td., Advertising Contractors, 15, Walbrook, London, E.C.4, 
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ting Advertising on this page should be addressed: Messrs. HOOPER & BATTY, L 

















~~ = " Py Tw! > 6 THE LADY 
SELDEN SOCIETY '°U87"? | | KATE EASTON, cereerm: 
1887 LONDON’S LEADING WOMAN in every branch of 
—— — Detective Work, DIVORCE, COMMERCIAL 
etd = NEGOTIATIONS, &c. 


vance the knowledge of the History of English Law MALE and FEMALE STAFF. 
‘ caaane aii tia a a ae ee Miss Easton personally undertakes matters requiring 
Patrons: HIS MAJESTY THE KING. His Roya. Hicuness THE PRINCE OF WALES. [ne oe 
Presiprnt: THE RT. HON. LORD JUSTICE WARRINGTON. and — SQUARE, a. an, was. 
—_— | THE RT. HON. VISCOUNT CAVE, G.C.M.G. "Telephone: HOLBORN 1541. 
Viog-PRESIDENTS: | THE RT. HON. LORD JUSTICE ATKIN. 
With a QGouncil of English and American Lawyers. 


The publication for the year 1923 will be Messrs. PENMAN & CO. 
‘“‘PUBLIC WORKS IN MEDIAVAL LAW.” Vol. II. AUCTIONEERS, SURVEYORS AND VALUERS, 


By C. T. FLOWER, M.A., of the Public Record Office, Barrister-at-Law. Tetephensl 
104a, GUILFORD ST., W.C.1. 3014 museum 
ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION TWO GUINEAS. x 3 se 





To encourage the study and ad 

















Eacn Member rEcEIVEs the publication for the year of his subscription and may subscribe prxeD INCOMES. — HOMES FURNISHED 


for any previous year, New members can have a complete set of the past publications at on an equitable system of DEFERRED PAYMENT, 
half the published price. ; , ie specially adapted for those with fixed incomes who do a 
Fou List or Pusiications already issued by the Society and particulars of Membership wish to disturb Investments. The largest. stock in ti? 
may be had from the Secretary, Mr. H. Stuart Moore, 6, King’s Bench-walk, Temple, E.C.4. world to select from. Ali goods delivered free by 
SuBscriPtions aND Donations, which are greatly needed to carry on the work, should be own Motor Service direct to customers’ residences in thirty 
sent to the Hon. Treasurer, Mr. J. E. W. Rider, 8, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, W.0.2. six counties.—Write for particulars to MAPLE & Oy 
Tottenham Court-road, London, W.1. 





























